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After  short  debate,  Amendment  proposed. 
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Ayes  160,  Noes  111 ;  Majority  49.— (Diy.  List,  No.  50.) 
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Main  Question,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  again  pro- 
posed : —  After  short  debate.  Question  put: — ^The  House  divided; 
Ayes  231,  Noes  92;  Majority  139..-(Div.  List,  No.  52.) 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed. 

Moved,  **That  this  House  will,  upon  12th  April,  resolve  itself  into  the 
said  Committee,''- ( >!/r.  F:^.  iSfmM)     ..  ..  ..141 
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Moved,  ''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Attorney 
General)      ..  ..  ..  ..  .,     147 

After  iShort  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  cotn^ 
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Westminster  Abbey  Bill  [Bill  165]^ 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (-Mr.  JF.  R.  Smith)    148 
Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  JDillwyn:) — Ques- 
tion put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

I/and  Law  (Ireland)   Act  (1887)  Amendment  (Arrears  of 
Rent)  Bill  [BUI  147]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Order  for  the  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill  be  read,  and 
discharged,"— (1/r.  r.  ]?^.i2tt«wK)  ..  .,  ..149 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Order  discharged : — Bill  withdrawn. 

ChjSTOMS,    ISLB  OF  MaN — 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Moved,  **That,  in  lieu  of  the  duties  of  Customs  now  charged  on  rum  and  on  British 
and  Irish  spirits  imported  into  the  Isle  of  Man,  there  shall  be  charged  the  duties 
following  (that  is  to  say) : — 

».  d. 
Rum,  including  shrub,  of  the  British  Possessions,  the  gallon  . .  .  •  8  6 
British  and  Irish  spirits,  not  otherwise  exempted  from  the 

payment  of  duty,  the  gallon  8    6 

— (ifr.  Jaekton.) 

Objection  taken ;  and,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
report  Progress ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 
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LORDS,  TUESDAY,  MARCH  27. 

Their  Lordships  met ; — and  having  gone  through  the  Business  on  the 
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After  debate,  Movedy  **  That  the  Question  be  now  put," — {Mr.  W,  H, 
Smith:) — Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  146,  Noes  51; 
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tion, Dr.  Tanner;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
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BVP'PhY -—eonndered  in  Committee — Ciyil  Seevice  Estimatks — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  I. — Public  Works  and  Buildings. 

(l.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sura,  not  exceeding^  £29,260,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
"will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March 
1889,  for  the  Maintenance  and  Repair  of  Royal  Palaces  "  . .  . .       483 

Moved,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £28,760,  be  granted  for  the  said  Service," — 
{Mr.  Lahouchere  :) — After  short  debate,  Question  put:— The  Committee  divided; 
Ayes  37,  Noes  77  :  Majority  40.— (Div.  List,  No.  65.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £1,600,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Marlborough  House. — After  short  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  •  •  •  •  •  •  . .       494 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £77,013,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1889,  for  the  Royal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens  "  . .  . .       496 

Moved,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £76,613,  be  granted  for  the  said  Service," — 
{Mr.  Labouchere  :)—AiicT  debate,  Question  put:— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes 
63,  Noes  95;  Majority  42.— (Div.  List,  No.  56.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £40,940,  bo 
granted  t6  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1889,  for  the  Buildings  of  the  Houses  of  Parliament ''  . .  ..       518 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  ^^  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £35,940,  be  granted  for  the 
said  Service,"— (-flfr.  Cremer  :)^ After  further  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave, 
ivfthdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  • .  . .       629 

After  short  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

{5.)  £2,200,  Grordon  Monument. 

(6.)  £110,629,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Public  Buildings,  Great  Britain. 

(7.)  £12,930,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Furniture  of  Public  Offices,  Great  Britain. — 
After  short  debate.  Vote  a^rtf^rf /o  .,  ..  .,541 

(8.)  £203,614,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Revenue  Department  Buildings,  Great 
Britain. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  ,,  . .       653 

(9.)  £23,875,  to  complete  the  sum  for  County  Court  Buildings. 

(10.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £12,756,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  3 1st  day  of  !March 
1889,  for  the  Metropolitan  Police  Court  Buildings"  ..  ..       674 

After  debate,  Movedy  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,756,  be  granted  for  the  said 
Service,"— (iff.  Lahouchere:) — After  further  short  debate,  Question  put: — The 
Committee  divided;  Ayes  48,  Noes  67 ;  Majority  39. — (Div.  List,  No.  67.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed     ..  ..  ..  ••684 

Moved f  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progn^ess,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"—- 
(^Mr,  Dodda :) — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(11.)  £9,250,  to  complete  the  sum  to  defray  half  cost  for  SheriflF  Court  Houses,  Scot- 
land.—After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  , ,       685 

(13.)  £183,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom. — ^After 

short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  .,  ,,  . .  . .       686 

Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £7,900,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete 
the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1889,  for  the  erection  and  main- 
tenance (including  rents,  &c.)  of  Buildings  for  the  Department  of  Science  and 
Alt  ••  ••  ••  ••  ••      692 
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Supply— Committee— CrvTL  Service  Estimates— cofi^tww^<f. , 

Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Mr, 
Dillwyn  :) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow  ;  Oommittee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
agaiu  To-morrow, 

Copyright  (Musical  Compositions)  Bill  [Bill  1561— 

Bill  considered  in  Oommittee     . .  , .  . ,  , ,     592 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow,  [12.20.] 
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Moveable  Abodes  Bill— Ordered  {Mr.  Burt,  Mr.  Caine,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr,  Penrose 
Fitzgerald,  Mr,  Lewie  Fry,  Mr.  T.  M,  Healy,  Mr.  Hozier)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first 
time  [Bill  200]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..      594 

Q  UJESTIONS. 


Local  Government — Sewerage  Works — Incidence  of  Cost— Question, 
Mr.  Mowbray  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local  Q-overnment 
Board  (Mr.  Eitchie)  . .  . .  . .  , ,     594 

Ways  and  Means — The  Financial  Eesolutions — Tax  on  Horses — 
Questions,  Mr.  Hozier,  Dr.  Farquharson,  Mr.  Channing;  Answers, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  , .  . .     595 

Ways  and  Means— The  Financial  Eesolutions — Tax  on  Carts  and 
Wheels — Questions,  Mr.  Gent-JJavis,  Mr.  Pickersgill ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  . ,  . .     596 

Ways  and  Means — The  Financial  Eesolutions — Licences  for  Agri- 
cultural Carts  and  Waggons— Questions,  Mr.  Eound,  Mr.  Childers, 
Mr.  Picton  ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)     598 

Scotland— Local  Taxation — Allocation  of-  £240,000 — Questions,  Mr. 
Buchanan,  Mr.  E.  Preston  Bruce;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)   . .  . .  . .  . ,     598 

Criminal  Law — 7  &  8  Geo.  IV.  Cap.  28— Eepeal  of  the  **  Whipping 
Provisions — Questiou,  Mr.  Pickersgill;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  . .  . .     600 

High  Court  of  Justice  (Chancery  Division)— An  Additional  Judge  — 
Question,  Mr.  Bartley ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H,  Smith)  . .  . .  . .  . .     600 

ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAY. 

Supply — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
•'  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  :  '* — 

Government  Yards  and  Factories — Eesolution — 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  ''That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  in  the  present  condition  of  the  labour  market,  it  is  expedient,  with  a  view  to 
giving  employment  to  a  gn^eater  number  of  workmen,  to  discontinue  the  practice  of 
working  overtime  in  Government  yards  and  factories,  so  far  as  may  be  done  without 
injury  to  the  Public  Service," — {Mr.  J?(iM««<fMw,)— instead  thereof     . ,  .  •      601 

Question  proposed,  ^*  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question :  " — ^Af  ter  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Questioni  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
a^0edto^ 
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SUPPLY— ro««f<^frf  in  Committee— Civil  Service  Estimates — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  I. — Public  Works  and  BuiLDnros. 

( I.)  £7,900,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Science  and  Art  Department  Buildings.— After 
debate,  Vote  a^r^tfrf  ^0  ..  ••  ••  ..611 

(2.)  £8,940,  to  complete  the  sum  for  British  Museum  Buildings.— After  short 
debate.  Vote  agreed  to  .  •  .  •  •  •  •  •       632 

(3.)  £4,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Edinburgh  University  Buildings. 

(4.)  £17,626,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Diplomatic  and  Consular  Buildings. 

(5  )  £14,145,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Harbours,  &c.  under  the  Board  of  Trade. — 
After  tihort  debato,  Vote  ttgreed  to  . .  . .  . .       636 

(6.)  £9,530,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Lighthouses  Abroad. 

(7.)  £29,180,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Peterhead  Harbour. 

(8.)  £148,848,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Hates  on  Government  Property. 

(9.)  £7,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for  tho  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade. 

(10.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £163,302,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1889,  for  the  Erection,  Uepairs,  and  Maintenance  of  several  Public  Buildings  in  the 
Department  of  the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works,  Ireland,  for  the  Maintenance 
of  certain  Parks,  Harbours,  and  Navigations,  and  for  Repayments  to  Baronies 
under  *  Tho  Tramways  and  Public  Companies  (Ireland)  Act,  1883'"  ..       636 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £162,902,  be  granted  for  the 
said  Service.'* — {Mr.  Arthur  0*Co;i«or ;)— After  further  short  debate.  Question 
put: — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  46,  Noes  93;  Majority  47. — (Div.  List^ 
No.  58.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed     ..  ..  ..  ..641 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  **  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £160,302,  be  granted  for  the 
said  Service/*— (if r.  Nolan  ;)— Question  put :— Tho  Committee  divided;  Ayes  38, 
Noes  99;  Majority  61.— (Div.  List,  No.  59.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(11.)  £35,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Science  and  Art  Buildings,  Dublin.— After 

short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .       643 

Class  II. — Salabiks  and  Expenses  of  Civil  Depabtments. 

(12.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £37,731,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
]  889,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Offices  of  the  House  of  Lords  "  . .       644 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  Item  B,  £5,000,— Department  of  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committees  of  the  House  of  Lords — be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £1,000," — 
{Mr.  T.  r.  O'Cowfior;)— Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed      . .  . .  . .  . .       648 

After  short  debate,  Moved,  *'  That  Item  E,  £6,075— Department  of  Gentleman  Usher 
of  the  Black  Kod,  Salaries— be  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £1,500,**— (if;-.  T,  P. 
O'Connor  ;)— Question  put:— The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  33,  Noes  78  ;  Majority 
45.— (Div.  List,  No.  60.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(13.)  £43,387,  to  complete  the  sum  for  House  of  Commons  Offices. — After  short 
debate.  Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were  not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present.  Vote  agreed  to  ,,  , .  , ,       666 

(14  )  £50,222,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Treasury . —After  short  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  . .  . ,  . .  . ,  , ,       659 

(15.)  £80,734,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Home   Office.— After    debate,    Vote 

agreed  to  ,.  .,  ..  ,.  ,,       661 

Moved,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £61,073,  be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete 
the  sum  necessary  to  defray  tho  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1839,  for  the  Salaries  and 
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Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,*'  —  (Afr, 
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Pharmacy  Acts  Ameniment  Bill  [Lordu']  [Bill  196J  — 
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James  Corry,) 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 
—  After  debate,  3Ioved,  '*That  the  Question  be  now  put,"  —  {Mr. 
Buchanan  :) — Question  put : — The  House  divided  ;  Ayes  174,  Noes  68  ; 
Majority  106. — (Div.  List,  No.  66.) 

Question  put,  **That  the  word  *now'  stand  part  of  the  Question:" — 
The  House  divided;  Ayes  96,  Noes  143;  Majority  47. — (Div.  List, 
No.  66.) 

Words  added: — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to: — Bill 
put  off  for  six  months. 

Ways  and  Means  ) 

Customs  and  Inland  Revenue   Bill  ] 

Besolutions  [April  9]  reported  . .  , .  • .     961 

After  short  debate,  Besolutions  agreed  to. 

Ordered^  That  a  Bill  be  brought  in  upon  the  Seventh  HesolutioD,  and  that  Mr.  Conrtnev, 
Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  Mr.  Jackson  do 
prepare  and  bring  it  in. 

Ordered  J  That  it  be  an  Instruction  to  the  Gentlemen  appointed  to  prepare  and  bring 
in  a  Bill  upon  the  Resolution  reported  from  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  on 
the  27th  day  of  March,  and  then  agreed  to  by  the  House,  That  they  do  make  pro- 
vision therein  pursuant  to  the  First,  Second,  Third,  Fourth,  Fifth,  Sixth,  and 
Eighth  Resolutions. 

'Biiil  pretentedy  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  202.] 


[12.20.] 
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Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this  day  six  months," — {Mr. 
Macartney.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word  '  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 
— After  long  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  190, 
Noes  247  ;  Majority  57. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  , ,  . .   1027 

Words  added: — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill 
put  off  for  six  months. 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  Bill  [Bill  61]-- 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  . .  •  •  . .   1031 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Monday  next. 
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Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [12th  April], 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  :  " — Question  again  pro- 
posed : — Debate  resumed      ..  ..  ..  ..1331 

After  long  debate,  3foved,  **  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — [Mr. 
Caine :) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate  further  adjourned  till 
To-morrow t  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Borgh  Police  and  Health  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  118]— 

Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"  —  (The  Lord 
Advocate)        . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1442 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Sapreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  1443 

After  short  debate,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned:  — 
Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 


MOTIONS, 


Educational    Endowments    (Scotland)  Act,    1882   (Olaek's    Bequest, 
&c.) — ^Motion  foe  an  Addeess — 

Moved,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to 
withhold  Her  consent  from  the  scheme  for  the  Management  of  the  Endowments  in  the 
united  parishes  of  Daviot  and  Dunlichity  and  county  of  Inverness,  known  as  Clark's 
Bequest,  and  the  Naimside  School,  approved  by  the  Scotch  Education  Department 
(by  Act)  now  lying  upon  the  Table  of  the  House," — {Mr.  Fraser- Mackintosh)  . .    1-115 

After  short  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  35,  Noes 
93 ;  Majority  58.— (Div.  List,  No.  70.) 

County  Courts  Consolidation  Bill  [Lords]  [Bill  173]— 

Ordered,  That  the  Standing  Committee  for  the  consideration  of  Bills 
relating  to  Ijaw,  and  Courts  of  Justice,  and  Legal  Procedure,  do  sit 
and  proceed  with  the  County  Courts  Consolidation  Bill  [Lords']  upon 
Monday)  23rd  April,  at  half -past  Eleven  of  the  clock,— (i/r.  Osborne 
Morgms.)  [12.45.] 
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the  Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  six  months," — f^Mr. 

Bixon-Hartland. ) 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 

— After  short  debate,  Question  put  :— -The  House  divided :  Ayes  18, 

Noes  144  ;  Majority  126.— (Div.  List,  No.  71.) 

Words  added : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to  : — Second 
"Residing  put  off  for  six  months. 

Q  VE8TI0N8. 

Law  and  Justice  (England  and  Wales) — Newport  County  Oouet — 
Insufficient  and  Defective  Accommodation— Question,  Mr.  Henry 
H.  Fowler;  Answer,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  1472 

Fisheries  (Scotland) — Applecross  Bay — Questions,  Dr.  R.  Macdonald, 
Dr.  Cameron ;  Answers,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Mac- 
donald) . .  . .  . .  . .       ^  . .   1473 

BuRMAH — Disarmament  of  the  Burmese— Question,  Mr.  Allison ;  An- 
swer, The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Sir  John  Gorst)  . .   1474 

Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Alleged  Outrage  by  a  Police  Constable 
AT  PoRTUMNA— Questions,  Mr.  H.  J.  Wilson ;  Answers,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .  . ,   1475 

Irish    Land    Commission — Judicial    Rents  —  Returns  —  Question,    Mr. 

Carew ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)      1476 

The  Truck  Law — The  Rhymney  Iron  Company — Question,  Mr.  Brad- 
laugh  ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr. 
Matthews)     . .  . .  . .  . .  . .  1476 

Piers  and  Harbours  (Ireland) — Holyhead  Harbour — The  Platters 
Rock  —  Question,  Mr.  Lewis ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  . .  . .  . .   1477 

Technical  Instruction  Bill — Legislation — Question,  Sir  John  Lubbock ; 

Answer,  The  Vice  President  of  the  Council  (Sir  William  Hart  Dyke)      1478 

Army — Harwich  Harbour — Closing  Entrance  during  Rifle  Praoticb 
ON  Landguard  Common — Questions,  Colonel  Anstruther,  Mr.  F.  S. 
Stevenson  ;  Answers,  The  JSecretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope),  The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)        . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1478 

Scotland — The  Imprisoned  Tiree  Crofters — Question,  Dr.  R.  Mac- 
donald ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)        . .   1479 
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Scotland — The  Cboftees'  Commission— Sitting  at  Gaiblooh — Question, 
Dr.  E.  Macdonald ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Mac- 
donald)  . .  . .  . .  . ,  , .   1480 

Pbovidbnt  Association  of  London  (Limited)— Question,  Dr.  Clark;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)    1480 

Inland  Navigation  and  Drainage  (Tbeland) — The  Barbow  Drainage 
Works— Question,  Mr.  Murphy;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .  . .  , .   1481 

Prison  Eegulations  (Ireland) — Rule  24— Questions,  Mr.  Murphy  ;  An- 
swers, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .   1482 

Prison  Regulations  (Ireland) — Rule  105 — Question,  Mr.  Murphy;  An- 
swer, The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .   1483 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales)  Bill — Encroachments  on 
Waste  and  Common  Lands— Question,  Mr.  Arthur  Williams;  An- 
swer, The  President  of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)     . ,   1488 

Irish  Land  Commission — Sub- Commission  Sittings  in  Co.  Tvrone — 
Question,  Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)      . .  . .  . .  . ,    1484 

State  of  Ireland — Refusing  to  Sell  Bread  to  Emergency  Men — 
Question,  Mr.  Flynn ;  Answer,  The  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland  (Mr. 
Madden)         ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1484 

Post  Opfice  (England  and  Wales) — Robbeby  at  the  Charterhouse 
Street  Post  Office — Question,  Mr.  Dixon- Hartland ;  Answer,  The 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department  (Mr.  Matthews)  . .   1485 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales)  Bill — Maintenance  and 
Repair  of  Main  Roads— Question,  Mr.  Leake;  Answer,  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)       . .  , .   1486 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales)  Bill — Licensing  Divisions — 
Question,  Sir  Henry  Tyler  ;  Answer,  The  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  . .  , .  , .   1487 

Wats  and  Means — The  Financial  Resolutions — The  Wheel  Tax — 
Question,  Sir  Henry  Tyler ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
(Mr.  Goschen)  . .  . .  . .  . ,   1487 

Parks  (Metropolis)— St.  James's  Park— Question,  Mr.  S.  Smith;  An- 
swer, The  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  . .   1488 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales)  Bill — Maintenance  and 
Repair  of  Main  Roads — Question,  Mr.  Caleb  Wright ;  Answer, 
The  President  of  the  Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  . .   1488 

Post  Office  (Ireland)— Postal  Accommodation  at  Carlow — Questions, 
Mr.  Carew,  Mr.  Clancy ;  Answers,  The  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Plunket)  . .  . .  . .  . .   1489 

Armt  Medical  Department — The  Medical  Staff  Corps — Question,  Dr. 

Clark ;  Answer,  The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  . .   14S9 

SooTLAND — The  Crofters'  Commission — Reduction  of  Rents— Question, 

Dr.  Clark  ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald)   . .   1490 

Local  Government  (England  and  Wales)  Bill  —  The  Grant  for 
Maintenance  of  the  Indoor  Poor— Questions,  Sir  Tindal  Robertson, 
Mr.  Esslemont;  Answers,  The  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  . .  . .  . .  . .   1490 

The  Magistracy  (Ireland)  —  Removal  of  Dr.  C.  Ronayi^,  of 
Youghal,  from  the  Commission  of  the  Peace  —  Question,  Mr. 
Clancy ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)    1491 

Inland  Revenue — Amount  Received  for  Licences  for  the  Sale  of 
Spirits,  &c. — Questions,  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler ;  Answers,  Sir  Herbert 
Maxwell  (A  Lord  of  the  Treasury),  The  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)   . .  . .  . .   1491 

Agricultural    Department    of    the    Privy    Council  —  Question,    Mr. 

Norton ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)     1492 
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Land  Improvements  (Ireland)— Questions,  Mr.  Murphy;  Answers,  The 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .    1492 

National  Education  (Ireland) — Grievances  of  the  National  School 
Teachers— QuestioD,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor;  Answer,  The  First  Lord 
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Limited  Liability  Law  Amendment — Legislation — Question,  Mr.  J.  M. 

Maclean  ;  Answer,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  1494 

Public  Works  (Irei^and) — Breakwater  at  Mutton  Island,  Co.  Galway 
— Employment  of  CJonvicts— Question,  Colonel  Nolan ;  Answer,  The 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .   1494 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales) — Legislation— Questions,  Mr.  Kenyon; 

Answers,  The  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .   1494 

Excise  Duties  (Local  Purposes)  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Causton ;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschon)  . .  . .   1495 

Germany — Health  of  His  Imperial  Majesty — Question,  Mr.  Howorth ; 
Answer,  The  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  (Sir  James 
Fergusson)     . .  . .  . ,  . .  . .   1495 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887 — Treatment  of 
Prisoners— Question,  Mr.  Clancy;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  . .  . .  . .   1496 

Crime  and  Outrage  (Ireland)— The  Eiot  at  Mitchelstown  in  Sep- 
tember Last — Question,  Mr.  Labouchere ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)         . .  . .  . .   1497 

Criminal  Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  1887 — Arrest  of  Mr. 
W.  O'Brien,  M.P.— Question,  Mr.  Labouchere;  Answer,  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  , .  . .   1497 

State- Aided    Colonization  —  Question,   Mr.   Seton-Karr;    Answer,  The 

First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  . .  . .   1498 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill — Question, 
Mr.  T.  W.  Russell ;  Answer,  The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)    . .  . .  . .  . .  . .   1498 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 


Local  Qovernment  (England   and  Wales)   Bill    [Bill  182]— 
Second  Beading  [Adjourned  Debate]  [Fourth  Night  J— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [12th  April], 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :  '* — Question  ag^n  pro- 
posed : — Debate  resumed      . .  . .  , .  . ,   1499 

After  long  debate,  Ifovedj  *'  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned,*' — {Mr. 
/irM;)— Question  put,  and  agreed  ^o;— Debate  further  adjourned  till 
ITiureday. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  clock. 

Stipendiary  Magistrates  (Pensions)  Bill  [Bill  92]— 

Moved f  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  :  "  —  Question  put : — 
The  House  divided;  Ayes  37,  Noes  44;  Majority  7.— (Div.  List, 
No.  72.) 

Architects'  Registration  Bill  [Bill  81]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,*' — ( Colonel  Duncan)        1552 
After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  tvithdraun : — Bill  withdrawn. 


Sable  of  contents. 
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Steam  Engines  and  Boilers  Bill  [Bill  137]-: 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  "  •  •  • .   1561 

After  debate,  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''now,"  and 
at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  **upon  this  day  six 
months," — (Mr,  Addison.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " — 
After  further  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  96, 
Noes  147;  Majority  51.— (Div.  List,  No.  73.) 

Words  added: — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to: — Second 
"Re&dingput  offiox  six  months. 

Crofters  Holding  (Scotland)  Act  (1886)  Amendment  (No.  2) 
BUI  [Bill  162]- 

Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Fraser- 
3fackinio8h)     ..  ..  ,,  ,.  ..    1590 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  *'  now,''  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  '*  upon  this  day  six  months,'* — {Mr, 
Mark  Stewart,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  '  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 
-^ After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House  divided;  Ayes  90,  Noes 
126;  Majority  36.-.(Div.  List,  No.  74.) 

Words  added : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill 
put  off  for  six  months. 


MOTIONS. 


ttaoen    Anne's    Bounty    "^ill—Ordered  {Mr.    Uenniker  Eeatott,   Mr,   Hanburp,   Mr, 

Kerens);  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  211]  .  •  ••    1603 

Private  Bill  Legislation — 

Ordered,  That  ro  much  of  the  Lords  Message  as  proposes  the  time  and  place  of  meeting 
of  the  Joint  Committee  on  Private  Bill  Legislation  be  now  considered  ;— 

Lords  Message  considered  accordingly, 

Ordned,  That  the  Select  Committee  appointed  to  join  with  the  Committee  of  the  Lords 
to  examine  into  the  present  system  of  Private  Bill  Legislation,  and  to  report  how  fur 
and  in  what  manner,  without  prejudice  to  public  interests,  that  system  may  be 
modified,  with  a  view  to  the  interests  of  suitors,  the  economy  of  the  time  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  reduction  of  Costs  and  Charges,  do  meet  in  Room  No.  1,  Upper  Cor- 
ridor, upon  Friday  next,  at  half -past  Three  of  the  clock. 

Ordered^  That  a  Message  be  sent  to  the  Lords,  to  acquaint  their  Lordships  that  this 
House  hath  directed  the  said  Committee  to  meet  in  Room  1,  Upper  Corridor,  upon 
Friday  next,  at  half-past  Three  of  the  clock. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  have  power  to  agree  in  the  appointment  of  a  Chairman: — 
That  the  Committee  have  power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records ; — That 
three  be  the  quorum. 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


Partnership  Bill  [BiU  206  J— 

Moved ^  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time  "  . .  . .   1603 

It  being  One  of  the  clock  a.m.,  the  Debate    stood  adjourned  till  To- 
marrow;  and  Mr.  Speaker  adjourned  the  House  without  Question  put. 
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Cbiminal    Law   and    Procedtjrb  (Ibeland)   Act,    1887 — Abbest   of    a 

Mfmbeb  (Mr.  William  O'Bbien) — Letter  receiyed  by  Mr.  Speaker       1604 

OBDEIiS   OF   THE  DAY. 

— •— 

Marriage  with  a  Deceased  Wife's  Sister  Bill  [Bill  2]— 

Motedy  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Beneage)       . .  1605 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this  day  six  months," — {Mr. 
Salt.) 

Question  proposed,  '<  That  the  word  '  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question  :  " 
— After  debate.  Question  put : — The  House  divided ;  Ayes  289,  Noes 
182;  Majority  57. 

Division  List,  Ayes  and  Noes  . .  • .  . .   1 665 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Friday  27th  April. 

WAYS  AND  lUElLiiSt— considered  in  Committee— 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Moved f  **  That,  in  addition  to  the  Duties  of  Customs  payable  on  Wine  before  the 
twenty -seventh  day  of  March,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-eight,  there 
shall,  where  the  Wine  is  imported  in  hottles,  he  levied  and  charged  l]he  Duties 
following  (that  is  to  say) : — 

Upon  every  dozen  hottles  of  Wine — 

£    «.    d. 
If  in  imperial  half -pint  hottles  or  hottles  of  less  capacity  . .        0     13 

If  in  hottles  of  capacity  exceeding  imperial  half-pint  hottles  and 

not  exceeding  imperial  pint  hottles  0     2     6 

If  in  hottles  of  capacity  exceeding  imperial  pint  hottles  and  not 

exceeding  imperial  quart  hottles 050 

If  in  hottles  of  capacity  exceeding  imperial  quart  hottles  and  not 

exceeding  two  impenal  quarts 0    10     0 

If  in  hottles  of  capacity  exceeding  two  imperial  quarts   . .         . ,         10     0 
—  {Mr.  Jackson)        ..  ..  .,  .,  ..^  X668 

After  short  debate,  Ifovedj  ''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  Craig :) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — 
Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  Bill  [Bill  61]— 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read  . .  . ,  . .  1673 

Second  Reading  deferred  till  To-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 

Hetropolitan  Police  Provisional  Order  BUX—Ordered  (Mr.  Stuart- iVortUg,  Mr. 

Secretary  Matthews);  presented^  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  212]     ,,  ..     1674 

Local  Oovernment  Provisional  Orders  Wl— Ordered  (Mr.  Long^  Mr.  Bitchie); 

presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  213J  ..  ..  ,.     1674 

Local  Oovernment  Provisional  Orders   (Ko.  2)  BiH— Ordered  (Mr.  Long,  Mr. 

Ritchie) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  214]  ,,  .,     1674 

Local  Oovernment  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  Bill— Ordered  (Mr.  Long, 

Mr.  mtchie) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  215]  . ,  , .     1674 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  2)  'SiOL-Ordered  (Mr. 

Long,  Mr.  Ritchie) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  216]       ..  ..     1675 

Local  Oovernment  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No-  3)  Biiil'-Ordired  (Mr. 

long,  Mr.  Ritchie)  ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  217]       ..  ,.     1676 


TABLE  OP  CONTENTS. 
lApHl  18.]  Paffs 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  4)  Bill-'Order^d  (Mr, 

Long,  Mr,  Ritchie) ;  pr$9ented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  218]        . .  . .     167  ^ 

Local  Government  Provisional  Orders  (Poor  Law)  (No.  6)  'Rill— Ordered  {Mr, 

Long,  Mr,  Ritchie) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  219]        ..  . .     1675 

Guardians  of  the  Poor  (ftualiflcation)  BUI— Ordered  {Mr.  Henry  J,   mison,  Mr, 
Stuart,  Mr,  McLaren,   Mr,  James  Rowlands) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time 
[BiU220]  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1675 

[5.58.] 

LORDS,  THURSDAY,  APRIL  19. 
LiabiUty  of  Trustees  BUI  (No.  24)— 

Select  Committee  nominated : — List  of  the  Committee        .  •  . .  1676 

House  of  Lobds — Motion  fob  an  Addbess — 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty 
to  appoint  a  Commission  to  inquire  and  report  upon  the  question  whether  a  revision 
of  the  Standing  Orders  in  the  House  of  Lords,  or  other  changes  with  regard  to  it, 
might  be  so  framed  as  to  add  to  its  efficiency/' — {The  Lord  Stratheden  and  Campbell)     1676 

After  short  debate,  on  Question  ?  Resolved  in  the  negative. 
Pbivatb  Bill  Legislation — 

Hesaage  from  the  Commons  to  acquaint  this  House  that  they  have  directed  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  by  them  to  join  with  a  Committee  of  this  House  to  examine 
into  the  present  system  of  Private  Bill  Legislation  to  meet  the  Committee  appointed 
by  their  Lordships  in  Room  No.  1,  Upper  Corridor,  To«  morrow  at  half -past  Three  of 
the  clock : 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  appointed  by  this  House  do  meet  the  Committee  appointed 
by  the  Commons  in  Room  No.  1,  Upper  Corridor,  To'tnorrow  at  half -past  Three  of 
ih«  clock. 

[5.15.] 

COMMONS,  THURSDAY,  APEIL  19. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

KehU  CoUege  Bill  ^Lords']  {hy  Order)--' 
Moved,  **That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third  time,"— (J/r.  J.  O.  Talhot)    1687 
Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  it  is  inexpedient  that  the  privilege  of  exemption  from  the  Mortmain  Act 
enjoyed  by  the  Colleges  in  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  should  be  ex- 
tended to  any  College  which,  though  situate  at  Oxford,  is  not  incorporated  with  the 
University,  and  which  is  restricted  to  the  members  of  a  particular  Church," — {Mr, 
Courtney  jEimny,)— instead  thereof. 

Queetion  proposed,  '^  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question:" — ^After  debate.  Question  put: — The  House  divided; 
Ayes  125,  Noes  127  ;  Majority  2.— (Div.  List,  No.  76.) 

Qaestion  proposed,  '*  That  those  words  be  there  added  "       . .  . .   1701 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed  Amendment  in  line  3,  after  the 
word  "extended,*'  to  insert  the  words  **  by  a  Private  Bill," — {Mr, 
Courtney  Kenny:) — Question,  "That  those  words  be  inserted  in  the 
proposed  Amendment,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Qaestion, 

"  That  the  words  '  it  is  inexpedient  that  the  privilege  of  exemption  from  the  Mortmain 
Act,  enjoyed  by  the  Colleges  in  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  should  be 
extended  by  a  Private  Bill  to  any  College  which,  though  situate  at  Oxford,  is  not 
incorporated  with  the  University,  and  which  is  restricted  to  the  members  of  j  a  par- 
tionUtf  Church,'  be  added  after  the  word  '  That '  in  the  Main  Question," 

pnt,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Qaestion,  as  amended,  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 


Local  aovernment  (England   and   Wales)   Bill  [Bill  182]^ 

Second  Eeadinq  [Adjourned  Debate]  [Fifth  Night]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [12th  April], 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time:  " — Question  again  pro- 
posed:— Dehtite  resumed      ..  ..  ..  ..1746 

After  long  debate,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned:  — 
Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow. 

liond  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  207]— 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (ifr.  T.  JF.  Buasell)  1823 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
Thursday  next. 

Fishery  Acts  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  32]— 

Order  for  Committee  read  : — Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
QhBxr;'^{Colonel  Nolan)     ..  ..  ..  ..   1824 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — ^Bill  considered  in  Committee  : — Committee 
report  ^Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  Bill  [Bill  61]— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  •  •  •  •  . .  1825 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

MOTIONS. 


Education  (Scotland)  (New  Code,  1888) — Motion  for  an  Address— 

Mov4d,  "  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  to  with- 
hold Her  assent  from  so  much  of  the  Code  (1888)  of  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment as  imposes  on  the  earning  of  grants  for  cookery  a  new  restriction  not  imposed 
in  the  En^Ush  Code  ; 
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Education  (Scotland)  (New  Code,  lBSB)^eontinued. 

**  And  further  praying  Her  Majesty  to  withhold  Her  assent  from  so  mach  of  the  said 
Code  as,  contrary  to  the  usage  in  England,  includes  gprants  for  drawing  in  reckoning 
the  total  of  lis.  6d.  per  scholar  in  average  attendance,  to  which  th3  amount  which 
may  be  earned  by  school  managers  is  limited/' —  (2>r.  Cameron)        . .  . .    1826 

After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Pier  and  Harbour  Provisional  Orders  BHi  — Ordered  {Sir  Xiekad   meit-Beaek, 

Mr,  Jackson)  ;  presented^  and  road  the  first  time  [Bill  221]  ••  ••    1832 

ORDER    OF    THE    DAT. 


Ways  and  Means — 

Contidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resolved,  That  in  addition  to  the  Duties  of  Customs  payable  on  Wine  before  the 
twenty-seventh  day  of  March,  one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  eighty-eight,  there 
shall,  where  the  Wine  is  imported  in  bottles,  be  levied  and  charged  the  Duties 
following  (that  is  to  say) : 

Upon  every  dozen  bottles  of  Wine— 

£    f.    d. 
If  in  imperial  half-pint  bottles  or  bottles  of  less  capacity  . .         0     13 

If  in  bottles  of  capacity  exceeding  imperial  half-pint  bottles  and 

not  exceeding  imperial  pint  bottles  . .         . .         *  *         . .         0     2     6 

If  in  bottles  of  capacity  exceeding  imperial  pint  bottles  and  not 

exceeding  imperial  quart  bottles    ..         ..         ..         ..         ..         060 

If  in  bottles  of  capacity  exceeding  imperial  quart  bottles  and  not 

exceeding  two  imperial  quarts       . .         . .         . .         . .         • .        0    10     0 

If  in  bottles  of  capacity  exceeding  two  imperial  quarts  . .  . .         10     0 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To»morrow  ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To^nwrrow, 
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LORDS 


NEW  PEER. 

Tuesday,  Apkil  17. 

William  Henry  Lord  de  Kamsey — introduced  by  virtue  of  a  patent  dated  the 
8th  day  of  July,  1887,  his  father,  the  first  Baron,  who  was  created  by  such 
patent,  never  having  taken  his  seat. 


COMMONS. 


NEW  WRITS  ISSUED. 

Tuesday,  Apbil  10. 
For  Limerick  Borough,  v,  Henry  Joseph  Gill,  esquire,  Ghiltern  Hundreds. 

Monday,  Apkil  16. 
For  Lanark  {Mid  Division) ^  v,  Stephen  Mason,  esquire,  Manor  of  Northstead. 


NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN. 

Thubsday,  Maroh  22. 

County  of  Leicester  {Eastern  or  JHelton  Division) — Henry  John  Brinsley  Manners, 
commonly  called  Marquess  of  Granby. 

Thursday,  April  5. 
Ci,unfy  of  Glamorgan  {Western  or  Qower  Division) — David  Randell,  esquire. 
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HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 

IN    THE 

Third  Session  of  the  Twenty-Fourth  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
appointed  to  meet  5  august,  1886,  in  the  fiftietu 
Year  of  the  Reign  of 

HEE   MAJESTY    QUEEN   VICTOEIA. 


THIRD     VOLUME     OF     SESSION      1888. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Thursday,  22nd  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills — First  Reading^ 

Conaolidated  Fund  (No.  1)  •  ;  National  Debt 

(Oonver8ion)»(49). 
Sieond  Reading  —  Merchant  Shipping    (Life- 

Saring  Appliances)  (43). 
Third  Reading — Law  of  Distress  Amendment 

(44),  and  passed. 

LAW    OF   DISTRESS    AMENDMENT 

BILL. -(No.  44.) 

(The   Lord  Herschell.) 

THIBD   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing, read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*." 
—(2%^  Lord  Eertchell) 

THE  EARL  OF  WEMYSS  said,  the 
intentioa  of  the  Bill  was  to  put 
the  landlord  in  the  same  position  as 
other  creditors.  But  the  effect  of  this 
would  be  to  take  away  from  the  tenant 
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the  credit  on  which,  at  present,  he  could 
rely.  The  result  would  be  that  the 
tenant  would  either  have  to  pay  in  ad- 
vance or  would  have  his  rent  raised. 
He  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the  Bill ; 
but  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 
direction  in  which  legislation  was  now 
going. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  that  he 
would  not  have  introduced  the  Bill 
unless  he  had  received  assurances  of  its 
usefulness  from  those  who  were  better 
able  to  judge  of  the  matter  than  him- 
self, and  those  who  had  a  practical  ac- 
quaintance with  the  question  had  assured 
him  that  it  was  likely  to  be  advantageous, 
since  the  present  system  combined  the 
maximum  of  hardship  to  the  tenant  with 
the  minimum  of  advantage  to  the  land- 
lord, because  when  the  tools  of  a  skilled 
workman  were  sold  they  generally 
fetched  very  little,  while  the  workman 
was  deprived  of  his  means  of  working. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  3*  accord- 
ingly ;  Amendments  made  ;  Bill  passed, 
and  sent  to  the  Commons. 
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MERCHANT   SHIPPING    (LIFE-SAVING 

APPLIANCES)  BILL.— (No.  43.) 

{The  Earl  of  Onslotc.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  tlie  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  SEORETAEY  to  tue  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (The  Earl  of  Onslow),  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  bo  now  read  a 
second  time,  observed  that  the  subject 
of  the  bettor  preservation  of  life  at  sea 
was  one  which  had  already  engaged  the 
attention  of  Parliament,  and  a  Royal 
Commission  had  been  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  whole  subject.  That  Com- 
mission had  dealt  with  the  subject  in  a 
far  more  comprehensive  manner  than  he 
now  proposed  to  do  in  the  present  Bill. 
A  Bill  had  also  been  introduced  last 
year  in  ** another  place*'  which  had 
been  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
That  Bill  had  dealt  exclusivel}'  with  the 
provision  of  boats  an  1  life-saving  ap- 
paratus, and  it  was  upon  the  Report  of 
that  Committee  that  the  provisions  of 
the  present  Bill  were  mainly  founded. 
The  subject  had  also  aroused  the  atten- 
tion of  some  of  our  Colonies,  and  repre- 
sentations had  been  made  by  the  Govern- 
ments of  Tasmania,  Queensland,  and 
Victoria,  to  the  effect  that  legislation 
should  be  initiated  by  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament, in  consequence  of  which  the 
question  had  been  discussed  at  the 
Colonial  Conference.  At  the  present 
time  ships  wore  divided  into  two 
classes ;  the  first  being  **  passenger 
ships  " — namely,  those  only  which  car- 
ried emigrants,  and  other  ships,  which 
meant  all  ships,  whether  they  carried  pas- 
sengers or  cargo,  provided  they  did  not 
carry  emigrants.  The  Passengers  Act, 
1855,  provided  that  every  passenger  ship 
should  carry  a  number  of  boats  in  pro- 
portion to  her  tonnage.  A  ship  of  under 
200  tons  was  to  carry  two  boats,  under 
400  three  boats,  under  600  four  boats, 
imder  1,000  five  boats,  and  under  1,500 
tons  six  boats;  while  a  ship  of  over 
1,500  tons,  whatever  might  be  her  size, 
was  only  obliged  to  carry  seven  boats, 
no  matter  what  amount  of  passengers 
she  carried.  It  was  also  necessary  to 
carry  four  lifebuoys  only.  Whether  a 
ship  carried  passengers  or  not,  under  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854,  she  was 
obliged  to  carry  the  necessary  comple- 
ment of  boats  according   to   the  scale 


if  she  cleared  from  any  port  in  the 
United  Kingdom ;  if  she  did  not,  there 
was  no  compulsion  to  carry  any  life- 
saving  apparatus  whatever.  Owing  to 
the  fact  that  that  Act  made  demands  far 
in  excess  of  the  actual  requirements  of  the 
case,  it  had  become  practically  a  dead 
letter.  By  law  a  vessel  could  not  be 
obliged  to  carry  more  than  seven  life- 
boats. In  1873  power  had  been  given  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  relieve  shipowners 
who  did  not  carry  more  than  12  pas- 
sengers by  diminishing  the  number  of 
boats  they  were  obliged  to  carry.  It 
was  not  a  general  complaint  that  the 
large  well-found  steamers  were  in- 
sufficiently supplied  with  life-saving 
apparatus.  If  they  took  the  Cunard 
steamers — for  instance,  iho  Mruria — the 
captain  of  that  ship  gave  evidence  that  she 
carried,  on  the  average,  1,000  persons; 
that  she  had  14  large  boats  capable  of 
carrying  800,  with  1,207  life-belts,  one 
in  cauh  state  room  for  every  passenger, 
carried  overhead  in  racks.  Besides  this 
there  were  bulkhead  doors  which  were 
closed  every  day  all  through  the  ship 
by  the  chief  engineer  in  his  department 
and  by  the  chief  officer  in  the  sailing 
department.  All  boats  were  lowered 
every  Friday  in  Liverpool  before  they 
sailed ;  the  boats  were  sent  away  from 
the  ship  manned ;  if  there  was  any  wind 
they  sailed ;  if  not,  they  were  pulled ; 
the  boats  were  all  ready  for  sea  use,  and 
all  the  12  or  14  boats  could  be  lowered 
into  the  water  in  the  space  of  two 
minutes,  and  they  were  also  provisioned 
with  water.  In  the  City  of  New  York, 
lately  launched,  additional  life-saving 
apparatus  was  provided  in  the  shape  of 
a  false  bottom,  so  that  if  one  bottom 
was  stove  in  the  ship  would  still  have 
the  false  one  to  keep  the  water  ont. 
Similar  precautions  in  regard  to  boats 
were  taken  on  board  the  steamers  ron- 
ning  between  Calais  and  Dover,  and 
Folkestone  and  Boulogne.  But  in  short 
voyage  ships,  taking  the  average  of  50 
ships  leaving  the  Port  of  Liverpool,  the 
legal  requirement  of  boat  accommoda- 
tion was  found  to  be  7*6  per  cent  of 
the  passengers  carried ;  but  the  actual 
percentage  was  10*6,  and  in  those  boats 
which  crossed  the  Irish  Channel  the  legal 
requirement  was  13*1  and  the  actual  per- 
contage  16*1.  There  were  life  jaokets 
for  the  crew  only.  But  life-saving 
apparatus  for  only  1 0  or  16  per  cent  was 
very  inadequate.    These  requirements 
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wore  based  upon  the  tonnage  of  a  ship 
and  not  on  the  number  of  passengers, 
and  the  tonnage  of  ships  was  very  differ- 
ent from  what  it  used  to  be  owing  to  the 
deductions  now  made  from  the  g^oss 
tonnage.  He  knew  of  a  case  where  the 
tonnage  from  300  gross  had  by  various 
redactions  been  reduced  to  6  net,  and 
therefore  the  life-saving  apparatus 
which  the  ship  would  be  required  to 
oarry  would  be  almost  nil.  It  was 
also  necessary  to  see  that  the  apparatus 
was  in  a  state  of  efficiency.  Great  com- 
plaints had  been  made  on  the  part  of 
seamen  going  to  sea  in  cargo  ships,  not 
of  the  amount  of  boat  accommodation 
provided,  but  on  account  of  the  state  of 
that  accommodation.  There  had  been 
a  case  not  long  ago  of  a  man  falling  over- 
board and  bemg  afloat  for  25  minutes ; 
they  had  been  three-quarters  of  an 
hour  before  they  got  a  boat  over  the 
side  for  the  want  of  proper  davits.  The 
eyidenoe  was  to  the  efifect  that  the  boat 
was  on  the  after- house,  turned  upside 
down.  They  had  to  turn  the  boat  over ; 
and,  finally,  a  sea  had  lifted  her  off  the 
tackles  and  she  had  broken  in  two.  At 
present  the  Surveyors  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  were  not  empowered  to  go  oq 
board  to  inspect  the  life-saving  ap- 
paratus ;  they  could  only  in8pect  crew 
spaces,  lights,  and  fog  signals,  unless 
they  were  Inspectors  also,  which  they 
rarely  were.  Since  1875  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  only  obtained  four  convic- 
tions against  owners  for  want  of  proper 
boat  accommodation  and  want  of  effi- 
cient life-saving  appliances.  It  might 
be  said  that  the  most  efficient  mode  of 
saving  life  at  sea  was  to  keep  the  vessel 
afloat  by  means  of  bulkheads ;  but,  in 
dealing  with  these  matters,  we  must  not 
attempt  to  overweight  the  Bill,  compe- 
tition with  foreign  shipping  was  so 
keen.  The  value  of  boats  for  saving 
life  was  very  great,  notwithstanding  the 
present  insuiequate  provision.  In  the 
period  of  nine  years  between  1876  and 
1885,  of  135,273  lives  which  had  been 
exposed  to  loss  by  wreck,  60,231  were 
actually  saved  by  the  ships'  own  boats, 
that  was  nearly  two-thirds  of  the  109,745 
saved,  and  nearly  half  of  the  whole  lives 
that  needed  saving.  We  had  lost  on  or 
near  the  coast  6,629  lives  in  the  same 
period.  We  had  fortunately  saved 
54,602  lives  in  the  nine  years,  but  by 
far  the  greatest  proportion— namely, 
14,807,  had  been  saved  by  the  ships' 


own  boats.  The  Bill  would  provide  for 
a  new  departure  in  this  legislation.  The 
Government  thought  that  those  who 
were  primarily  interested  had  already 
endeavoured  in  some  measure  to  do  their 
duty.  On  the  lines  crossing  the  Atlantic 
and  the  Channel  adequate  provision  far 
exceeding  what  was  required  by  law 
had  been  made,  and  he  thought  we 
should  be  meeting  the  requirements  of 
all  concerned  if  we  invited  the  owners 
and  others  interested  to  advise  as  to 
how  this  life-saving  apparatus  might 
be  provided.  First  of  all,  there  were 
the  shipowners,  then  there  were  the 
shipbuilders,  then  the  practical  navi- 
gators, then  the  able  seamen,  and, 
lastly,  the  underwriters  at  Lloyd's.  The 
Bill  proposed  that  a  Committee,  com- 
posed of  three  of  each  of  these  classes, 
should  be  formed  ad  hoc  for  the  purpose 
of  classifying  the  diflFerent  kinds  of 
vessels,  and  then  of  making  rules  with 
regard  to  the  life-saving  apparatus  to 
be  carried  by  each.  These  rules  would 
be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  would  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  that  and  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  so  that  Parliament  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  judging  whether 
they  would  be  efficient  or  not.  As  to 
inspection,  any  Surveyor  or  other  person 
appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade  might 
give  notice  to  an  owner  that  a  ship 
should  not  clear  if  there  was  any 
deficiency.  He  did  not  claim  that  the 
result  of  this  measure  would  be  absolute 
immunity  as  regarded  loss  of  life  at  sea; 
but  he  trusted  that  it  would  reduce  the 
risks,  and  provide  some  remedy  for  a 
state  of  the  law  which  was  at  present 
extremely  anomalous  and  not  suited  to 
the  requirements  of  the  times.  The  boat 
scales  in  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act, 
1854,  and  Passengers  Act,  1865,  were 
framed  upwards  of  30  years  ago  to  meet 
a  different  state  of  things  than  now  ex- 
isted. At  that  time  nearly  the  whole  of 
the  passenger  traffic  was  carried  on  by 
wooden  sailing  ships  of  about  1,200  to 
1,500  tons  burden.  The  boat  scales 
were  framed  on  the  basis  of  the  ship's 
registered  tonnage,  which,  in  those  days 
of  sailing  ships,  gave  a  very  good  idea 
of  the  vessel's  size  and  of  her  capabilities 
for  stowing  boats,  &c.;  but  now  the  sail- 
ing ships  had  entirely  given  place  to  iron 
or  steel  steamships  of  two  or  three  times 
their  size.  Every  merchant  seaman  on  the 
North-East  Coast  was  in  favour  of  men 
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being  provided  with  life-belts.  IIo  ven- 
tured to  hope  that  the  rules  to  be  made  by 
this  Committee  would  be  welcomed  and 
cheerfully  observed  by  all  the  interests 
concerned,  and  that,  if  those  exj)ectations 
wore  fulfilled,  it  miglit  be  possible  to 
extend  still  further  the  principle  of  in- 
viting all  the  interests  affected  by  other 
such  matters  to  unite  in  deciding  what 
restrictions  should  be  laid  upon  them  for 
their  common  good.  He  begged  to  move 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
—{The  IJarl  of  Onaloic) 

Lord  COTTESLOE  said,  he  heartily 
supported  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
which  he  earnestly  hoped  might  conduce 
to  the  saving  of  life  at  soa.  lie  would 
also  suggest  that,  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committoo, 
something  should  be  done  to  require  the 
use  of  oil  in  cases  of  storm  and  ship- 

The  Earl  of  EAVK^S WORTH  s  lid, 
that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  one  which 
every  man  would  approve,  and  he  en- 
tirely agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  moved  the  second  reading  that  the 
present  law  was  most  unsatisfactory.  It 
was  more— it  was  extremely  anomalous, 
and  in  some  of  its  provisions  almost 
absurd.  But  he  wished  to  say  that 
there  was  no  class  of  men  in  this  country 
who  were  more  anxious  to  save  life  than 
the  shipowners,  and  he  was  not  in  the 
least  ashamed  to  tell  their  Lordships 
that  the  conviction  had  been  forced  upon 
his  mind  that,  of  all  the  traders  of  this 
country,  the  most  capable  of  conducting 
their  business  were  the  shipowners.  Ho 
regarded,  therefore,  with  some  degree  of 
suspicion,  or  at  least  of  jealousy,  all  those 
attempts  to  teach  men  a  business  which 
they  knew  much  hotter  than  the  Legis- 
lature. By  Clause  2  the  President  of 
the  Bviard  of  Trade,  for  the  time  being, 
was  authorized  to  appoint  a  Consultative 
Committee  to  assist  him  in  this  particular 
matter.  There  were  to  be  three  repre- 
sentatives of  each  class  concerned  on 
that  council,  the  selection  of  whom  was 
to  be  left  absolutely  in  the  hands  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  Now 
this  councilought  to  consist  of  the  most 
competent  men  in  the  country  ;  but  the 
most  competent  men  had  so  much  to  do 
at  home  that  they  would  be  prevented 
from  coming  up  to  London,  and  waiting 
on  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
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to  teacli  him  his  busineM.  He  was 
much  afraid  that  the  persons  who  would 
be  left  to  select  from  would  be  gentlemen 
who  had  nothing  else  to  do,  and  who 
would  be  very  glad  of  a  run  to  London, 
at  the  public  expense,  if  they  had  the 
opportunity.  He  thought  that  question 
would  require  considerable  threshing  out 
on  the  next  stage  of  the  Bill.  He  would 
further  point  out  that  what  the  Bill  re- 
quired to  be  done  was  practioally  done 
now  by  all  the  best  shipowners  in  the 
country.  Interference  with  a  g^reat  in- 
dustry should  bo  confined  to  a  minimum, 
and  only  to  such  matters  as  wore  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  protect  life.  The 
next  point  he  wished  to  refer  to  was 
Clause  5,  which  provided  for  tho  inspec- 
tion of  ships  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing 
the  rules  made  by  the  Bill.  That  in- 
spection was  to  DO  undertaken  by  a 
Surveyor  appointed  under  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Act,  1854,  or  any  such  other 
person  as  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  might  appoint.  Those  words 
seemed  to  him  very  much  too  wide,  and 
ought  to  be  altered  by  adding  some  such 
words  as  *  *  properly  qualified."  He  had 
ventured  to  make  these  few  remarks 
preparatory  to  the  next  stage  of  the  Bill, 
because  he  thought  it  was  only  fair  to 
point  out  defects  in  the  Bill  on  the 
second  reading,  so  that  the  Goyemment 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing them  before  the  Committee  stage 
was  reached. 

Loud  SUDELEY  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  who  had  in- 
troduced thio  Bill  that  the  present  state 
of  the  law  was  most  anomalous.  It  was 
most  important  not  to  take  the  respon- 
sibility away  from  the  shipowners,  and 
that  where  ships  were  not  well  found 
there  should  be  some  regulations  which 
would  show  what  was  desirable  for 
saving  life  at  sea.  He  agreed  with  the 
noble  Earl  who  spoke  last  that  the  Con- 
sultative Committee  should  be  composed 
of  thoroughly  practical  men,  but  he 
could  not  but  believe  that  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  would  do  his 
best  to  attain  that  object.  It  was  shown 
in  a  discussion  that  place  in  that  House 
some  years  ago  that  throwing  oil  on 
the  water  immediately  around  a  ship 
had  a  very  beneficial  effect.  He  thought 
that  if  to  every  lifebuoy  a  bag  of  oil 
was  attached  much  good  might  be  done. 
When  the  buoy  was  thrown  into  the 
water  the  oil  would  trickle  out,  and 
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there  could  be  no  donbt  that  that  would 
smooth  the  water  for  some  distance 
round  the  buoy.  He  thought  that  was 
a  point  worth  consideration  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.  He  was  extremely 
glad  the  Government  had  taken  up  this 
matter,  and  he  sincerely  hoped  the  Bill 
would  be  passed  almost  in  its  present 
shape. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  PEESTON  said, 
that  as  he  had  something  to  do  with  the 
earlier  stages  of  the  Bill  he  should 
like  to  say  a  word  in  support  of  it.  He 
thought  his  noble  Friend  who  had  in- 
troduced the  Bill  with  such  a  clear  and 
able  statement  must  be  satisfied  with 
the  reception  it  had  met  with  at  the 
hands  of  their  Lordships.  No  doubt, 
the  Bill  dealt  with  two  very  important 
questions.  In  the  first  place,  it  revised 
the  boat  scale ;  and,  in  the  next  place, 
it  contained  a  provision  by  which  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  bo  brought  in 
future  more  directly  in  touch  with  some 
of  the  commercial  interests.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
been  indifferent  to  the  interests  with 
which  it  had  to  deal;  but  he  did  not 
think  that  was  a  just  accusation.  No  one 
who  had  not  been  at  the  Board  of  Trade 
could  understand  the  difficulties  which 
surrounded  the  Office  of  President,  and 
the  vast  number  of  subjects  with  which 
he  was  called  upon  to  deal.  The  sub- 
jects brought  under  the  President's 
consideration  ranged  from  lighthouees 
to  bankruptcy,  and  from  sea  vessels  to 
salmon  fishing.  It  was,  therefore,  im- 
possible that  any  man  who  undertook 
that  Office  could  have  a  full  knowledge 
of  everything  with  which  he  had  to 
deal.  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Bavensworth)  appeared  to  think  that  the 
most  competent  men  of  their  respective 
class  would  not  be  secured  to  act  on  the 
Consultative  Committee.  He  could  not 
agree  with  the  noble  Earl  in  this  view. 
During  his  short  experience  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  he  had  found  gentle- 
men, at  great  sacrifice  of  their  valuable 
time,  and  often  at  much  inconvenioDce  to 
their  own  business,  ready  on  all  occasions 
to  come  forward  freely  and  frankly  to 
give  the  Department  the  benefit  of  their 
advice,  and  he  desired  to  take  this  op- 
portunity of  acknowledging  the  debt  of 
gratitude  under  which  he  lay  to  those 
gentlemen.  He  could  well  understand 
the  feeling  of  shipowners  towards  the 
Board  of  Trade,  for  they  certainly  had 


sometimes  had  a  rough  time  of  it.  With 
regard  to  the  method  of  constituting 
this  Consultative  Committee,  he  thought 
the  mode  proposed  in  the  Bill — namely, 
that  of  the  selection  of  three  names 
out  of  nine  names  submitted  by  each  of 
the  respective  bodies — was  the  best  that 
could  be  devised.  The  Bill  followed  as 
closely  as  possible  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  which  sat  last  year  to 
inquire  into  the  subject,  with  Lord 
Charles  Boresford  as  Chairman.  The 
proposal  in  the  Bill  for  constituting  the 
Consultative  Committee  was  the  most 
practical  form  of  giving  effect  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee. 
The  noble  Earl  seemed  to  make  it  a 
point  of  objection  to  this  Bill  that  it 
merely  provided  for  that  which  all 
good  shipowners  already  made  it  a 
practice  to  do ;  but  this  was  an  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  Bill — namely, 
that  it  would  merely  compel  care- 
less shipowners  to  take  the  precautions 
which  good  shipowners  took  already. 
Another  excellent  point  of  the  Bill  was 
that  it  aimed  at  securing  its  object  by 
prevention  rather  than  by  penalty.  In 
proceedings  against  a  shipowner  the 
jury  were  only  too  ready  to  give  him 
the  benefit  of  the  doubt,  and  pro- 
ceedings after  a  casualty  had  occurred 
were  consequently  found  not  to  be 
effective.  He  hoped  that  this  experi- 
ment of  appointing  a  Consultative  Com- 
mittee to  assist  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  be  followed  in  regard  to  other 
matters,  but  to  appoint  a  general  Con- 
sultative Council  to  assist  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  regard  to  all  its  operations 
would  be  quite  illusory,  for  men  of  great 
experience  on  some  matters  might  be 
asked  to  express  an  opinion  on  others  of 
which  thoy  had  no  especial  knowledge. 
The  appointment  of  Consultative  Com- 
mittees ad  hoc  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  the  details  of  particular  measures 
might,  however,  be  vory  desirable  and 
of  great  practical  utility.  Nothing  would 
do  more  to  break  down  that  feeling  of 
antagonism  which  in  certain  quarters 
unfortunately  and  unjustly  existed 
against  the  Board  of  Trade.  Ho  was 
sure  his  noble  Friend  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  would  give  a  full  and  fair  considera- 
tion to  any  Amendment  which  might  be 
brought  forward  with  regard  to  the  de- 
tails of  the  Bill,  and  he  believed  that 
the  Bill,  when  passed  into  law,  would 
prove  a  most  useful  measure. 
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ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAY. 


Local  Government  (England   and   Wales)   Bill  [Bill  182]— 
Second  Beading  [Adjourned  Debate]  [Fifth  Night] — 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [12th  April], 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time:  " — Question  again  pro- 
posed:— DohdX^  raumed      ..  .,  ..  ..1746 

After  long  debate,  it  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned:  — 
Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow, 

liond  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887)  Amendment  Bill  [Bill  207]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (ifr.  T.  JF.  Russell)  1823 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
Thursday  next. 

Fishery  Acts  Amendment  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  32]— 

Order  for  Committee  read : — Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,'' ^{Colonel  J^olan)     ..  ..  ..  ..1824 

Qaeetion  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  considered  in  Committee  :  — Committee 
report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

Intermediate  Education  (Wales)  Bill  [Bill  61]— 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read  ..  ..  ••  1^25 

Second  Beading  deferred  till  Monday  next. 
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Education  (Scotland)  (New  Code,  1888) — Motion  foe  an  Address— 

MwMi,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  to  with- 
hold Her  assent  from  so  much  of  the  Code  (1888)  of  the  Scotch  Education  Depart- 
ment as  imposes  on  the  earning  of  grants  for  cookery  a  new  restriction  not  imposed 
in  the  English  Code  ; 
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ORDER    OF    THE    DAY. 


Ways  and  Means — 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Resohedf  That  in  addition  to  the  Duties  of  Customs  payable  on  Wine  before  the 
twenty-seventh  day  of  March,  one  thousand  eight  hunored  and  eighty-eight,  there 
shall,  where  the  Wine  is  imported  in  bottles,  be  levied  and  charged  the  Daties 
following  (that  is  to  say) : 

Upon  every  dozen  bottles  of  Wine— 

£    9.    d. 

If  in  imperial  half- pint  bottles  or  bottles  of  less  capacity  . .  0  13 
If  in  bottles  of  capacity  exceeding  imperial  half-pint  bottles  and 

not  exceeding  imperial  pint  bottles  . .  . .  *  *  . .  0  2  6 
If  in  bottles  of  capacity  exceeding  imperial  pint  bottles  and  not 

exceeding  imperial  quart  bottles    ..         ..         ..         ..         ..  060 

If  in  bottles  of  capacity  exceeding  imperial  quart  bottles  and  not 

exceeding  two  imperial  quarts       . .         . .         . .         . .         , .  0    10     0 

If  in  bottles  of  capacity  exceeding  two  imperial  quarts  . .         . .  10     0 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To»morrow  ;  Committee  to  sit  again  To'morrow, 
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NEW  PEER. 

Tuesday,  April  17. 

William  Henry  Lord  de  Ramsey — introduced  by  virtue  of  a  patent  dated  the 
8th  day  of  July,  1887,  his  father,  the  first  Baron,  who  was  created  by  such 
patent,  never  having  taken  his  seat. 


COMMONS. 


NEW  WRITS  ISSUED. 

Tuesday,  April  10. 
For  Limerick  Borough^  v.  Henry  Joseph  QiU,  esquire,  Chiltem  Hundreds. 

Monday,  April  16. 
For  Lanark  {Mid  Division),  v.  Stephen  Mason,  esquire.  Manor  of  Northstead. 


NEW  MEMBERS  SWORN. 

Thitrsday,  March  22. 

County  of  Leicester  {Eastern  or  Melton  Division) —Kenrj  John  Brinsley  Manners, 
commonly  called  Marquess  of  Granby. 

Thursday,  April  5. 
Ctunfy  of  Glamorgan  {Western  or  Qower  Division) — David  Randell,  esquire. 


VOL-  OCCXXIV.     [third  series.]  [    ♦    ] 


HANSARD'S 


PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 


IN    THE 

Third  Session  of  the  Twenty-Fouhth  Parliament  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland, 
appointed  to  meet  5  august,  1886,  in  the  flftietu 
Year  of  the  Reign  of 

HEK   MAJESTY   QUEEN   VICTOEIA. 


THIED     VOLUME     OF     SESSION      1888. 


HOUSE    OF    LOEDS, 
Thursday,  22nd  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— PuBi'ic  Bills — First  Reading— 

Conaolidated  Fund  (No.  1)  •  ;  National  Debt 

(Oonverrion)  •  (49). 
Seeond  Reading  -—  Merchant  Shipping    (Life- 
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Third  Reading — Law  of  Distress  Amendment 
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LAW    OF   DISTRESS    AMENDMENT 

BILL.- (No.  44.) 

(The   Lord  Her ec hell.) 

THIED   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing, read. 

I/oved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3*." 
— (I%*  Lord  HerscheU.) 

THE  EAEL  OF  WEMYSS  said,  the 
intention  of  the  Bill  was  to  put 
the  landlord  in  the  same  position  as 
other  (reditors.  But  the  effect  of  this 
would  be  to  take  away  from  the  tenant 
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the  credit  on  which,  at  present,  he  could 
rely.  The  result  would  be  that  the 
tenant  would  either  have  to  pay  in  ad- 
vance or  would  have  his  rent  raised. 
He  did  not  intend  to  oppose  the  Bill ; 
but  he  wished  to  call  attention  to  the 
direction  in  which  legislation  was  now 
going. 

Lord  HERSCHELL  said,  that  he 
would  not  have  introduced  the  Bill 
unless  he  had  received  assurances  of  its 
usefulness  from  those  who  were  better 
able  to  judge  of  the  matter  than  him- 
self, and  those  who  had  a  practical  ac- 
quaintance with  the  question  had  assured 
him  that  it  was  likely  to  be  advantageous, 
since  the  present  system  combined  the 
maximum  of  hardship  to  the  tenant  with 
the  minimum  of  advantage  to  the  land- 
lord, because  when  the  tools  of  a  skilled 
workman  were  sold  they  generally 
fetched  very  little,  while  the  workman 
was  deprived  of  his  means  of  working. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  3*  accord- 
ingly ;  Amendments  made ;  Bill  paesed^ 
and  sent  to  the  Commons. 
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MERCHANT   SHIPPING    (LIFE-SAVING 

APPLIANCES)  BILL.— (No.   13.) 

{^The  Earl  of  Onslow.) 

SECOND  EEADINO. 

Order  of  tlie  Day  for  tho  Second  Read- 
ing, read. 

The  secretary  to  the  BOARD 
OF  TRADE  (The  Earl  of  Onslow),  in 
moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  observed  that  the  subject 
of  the  better  preservation  of  life  at  sea 
was  one  which  had  already  engaged  the 
attention  of  Parliament,  and  a  Royal 
Commission  had  been  appointed  to  in- 
quire into  the  whole  subject.  That  Com- 
mission had  dealt  with  tho  subject  in  a 
far  more  comprehensive  manner  than  he 
now  proposed  to  do  in  the  present  Bill. 
A  Bill  had  also  been  introduced  last 
year  in  ** another  place"  which  had 
been  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
That  Bill  had  dealt  exclusively  with  the 
provision  of  boats  an  1  life-saving  ap- 
paratus, and  it  was  upon  the  Report  of 
that  Committee  that  the  provisions  of 
the  present  Bill  were  mainly  founded. 
The  subject  had  also  aroused  the  atten- 
tion of  some  of  our  Colonies,  and  repre- 
sentations had  been  made  by  the  Govern- 
ments of  Tasmania,  Queensland,  and 
Victoria,  to  the  effect  that  legislation 
should  be  initiated  by  the  Imperial  Par- 
liament, in  consequence  of  which  the 
question  had  been  discussed  at  the 
Colonial  Conference.  At  the  present 
time  ships  wore  divided  into  two 
classes ;  the  first  being  *'  passenger 
ships  " — namely,  those  only  which  car- 
ried emigrants,  and  other  ships,  which 
meant  all  ships,  whether  they  carried  pas- 
sengers or  cargo,  provided  they  did  not 
carry  emigrants.  The  Passengers  Act, 
1855,  provided  that  every  passenger  ship 
should  carry  a  number  of  boats  in  pro- 
portion to  her  tonnage.  A  ship  of  under 
200  tons  was  to  carry  two  boats,  under 
400  three  boats,  under  600  four  boats, 
under  1,000  five  boats,  and  under  1,500 
tons  six  boats;  while  a  ship  of  over 
1,500  tons,  whatever  might  be  her  size, 
■was  only  obliged  to  carry  seven  boats, 
no  matter  what  amount  of  passengers 
she  carried.  It  was  also  necessary  to 
carry  four  lifebuoys  only.  Whether  a 
ship  carried  passengers  or  not,  under  the 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854,  she  was 
obliged  to  carry  the  necessary  comple- 
ment of  boats  according   to   the  scale 


if  flho  cleared  from  any  port  in  the 
United  Kingdom ;  if  she  did  not,  there 
was  no  compulsion  to  carry  any  life- 
saving  apparatus  whatever.  Owing  to 
the  fact  that  that  Act  made  demands  far 
in  excess  of  the  actual  requirements  of  the 
case,  it  had  become  practically  a  dead 
letter.  By  law  a  vessel  could  not  be 
obliged  to  carry  more  than  seven  life- 
boats. In  1873  power  had  been  given  to 
the  Board  of  Trade  to  relieve  shipowners 
who  did  not  carry  more  than  12  pas- 
sengers by  diminishing  the  number  of 
boats  they  were  obliged  to  carry.  It 
was  not  a  general  complaint  that  the 
large  well-found  steamers  were  in- 
sufficiently supplied  with  life-saving 
apparatus.  If  they  took  the  Cunard 
steamers — for  instance,  ih^Eiruria — the 
captain  of  that  ship  gave  evidence  that  she 
carried,  on  the  average,  1,000  persons; 
that  she  had  14  large  boats  capable  of 
carrying  800,  with  1,207  life-belts,  one 
in  cajh  state  room  for  every  passenger, 
carried  overhead  in  racks.  Besides  this 
there  were  bulkhead  doors  which  were 
closed  every  day  all  through  the  ship 
by  the  chief  engineer  in  his  department 
and  by  the  chief  officer  in  the  sailing 
department.  All  boats  were  lowered 
every  Friday  in  Liverpool  before  they 
sailed ;  the  boats  were  sent  away  from 
the  ship  manned ;  if  there  was  any  wind 
they  sailed ;  if  not,  they  were  pulled ; 
the  boats  were  all  ready  for  sea  use,  and 
all  the  12  or  H  boats  could  be  lowered 
into  the  water  in  the  space  of  two 
minutes,  and  they  were  also  provisioned 
with  water.  In  the  City  of  New  Yorkj 
lately  launched,  additional  life-saving 
apparatus  was  provided  in  the  shape  of 
a  false  bottom,  so  that  if  one  bottom 
was  stove  in  the  ship  would  still  have 
the  false  one  to  keep  the  water  out. 
Similar  precautions  in  regard  to  boats 
were  taken  on  board  the  steamers  run- 
ning between  Calais  and  Dover,  and 
Folkestone  and  Boulogne.  But  in  short 
voyage  ships,  taking  the  average  of  50 
ships  leaving  the  Port  of  Liverpool,  the 
legal  requirement  of  boat  accommoda- 
tion was  found  to  be  7 '6  per  cent  of 
tho  passengers  carried ;  but  the  actual 
percentage  was  10*6,  and  in  those  boats 
which  crossed  the  Irish  Channel  the  legal 
requirement  was  13*1  and  the  actual  per- 
centage 16*1.  There  were  life  jackets 
for  the  crew  only.  But  life* saving 
apparatus  for  only  1 0  or  16  per  cent  was 
very  inadequate.    These  requirements 
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were  based  upon  the  tonnage  of  a  ship 
and  not  on  the  number  of  passengers, 
and  the  tonnage  of  ships  was  very  differ- 
ent from  what  it  used  to  be  owing  to  the 
deductions  now  made  from  the  gross 
tonnage.  He  knew  of  a  case  where  the 
tonnage  from  300  gross  had  by  various 
reductions  been  reduced  to  6  net,  and 
therefore  the  life-saviug  apparatus 
which  the  ship  would  be  required  to 
carry  would  be  almost  nil.  It  was 
also  necessary  to  see  that  the  apparatus 
was  in  a  state  of  efficiency.  Great  com- 
plaints had  been  made  on  the  part  of 
seamen  going  to  sea  in  cargo  ships,  not 
of  the  amount  of  boat  accommodation 
provided,  but  on  account  of  the  state  of 
that  accommodation.  There  had  been 
a  case  not  long  ago  of  a  man  falling  over- 
board and  being  afioat  for  25  minutes ; 
they  had  been  three-quarters  of  an 
hour  before  they  got  a  boat  over  the 
side  for  the  want  of  proper  davits.  The 
evidence  was  to  the  effect  that  the  boat 
was  on  the  after-house,  turned  upside 
down.  They  had  to  turn  the  boat  over ; 
and,  finally,  a  sea  had  lifted  her  off  the 
tackles  and  she  had  broken  in  two.  At 
present  the  Surveyors  of  the  Board  of 
Trado  were  not  empowered  to  go  oq 
board  to  inspect  the  life-saving  ap- 
paratus ;  they  could  only  inspect  crew 
spaces,  lights,  and  fog  signals,  unless 
tney  were  Inspectors  also,  which  they 
rarely  were.  Since  1875  the  Board  of 
Trade  had  only  obtained  four  convic- 
tions against  owners  for  want  of  proper 
boat  accommodation  and  want  of  efH- 
cient  life-saving  appliances.  It  might 
be  said  that  the  most  efficient  mode  of 
saving  life  at  sea  was  to  keep  the  vessel 
afloat  by  means  of  bulkheads ;  but,  in 
dealing  with  these  matters,  we  must  not 
attempt  to  overweight  the  Bill,  compe- 
tition with  foreign  shipping  was  so 
keen.  The  value  of  boats  for  saving 
life  was  very  great,  notwithstanding  the 
present  inadequate  provision.  In  the 
period  of  nine  years  between  1876  and 
1885,  of  135,273  lives  which  had  been 
exposed  to  loss  by  wreck,  60,231  were 
actually  saved  by  the  ships'  own  boats, 
that  was  nearly  two -thirds  of  the  109,745 
saved,  and  nearly  half  of  the  whole  lives 
that  needed  saving.  We  had  lost  on  or 
near  the  coast  6,629  lives  in  the  same 
period.  We  had  fortunately  saved 
34,602  lives  in  the  nine  years,  but  by 
far  the  greatest  proportion— namely, 
14,807,  had  beeu  saved  by  the  ships' 


own  boats.  The  Bill  would  provide  for 
a  new  departure  in  this  legislation.  The 
Government  thought  that  those  who 
were  primarily  interested  had  already 
endeavoured  in  some  measure  to  do  their 
duty.  On  the  lines  crossing  the  Atlantic 
and  the  Channel  adequate  provision  far 
exceeding  what  was  required  by  law 
had  been  made,  and  he  thought  we 
should  be  meeting  the  requirements  of 
all  concerned  if  we  invited  the  owners 
and  others  interested  to  advise  as  to 
how  this  life-saving  apparatus  might 
be  provided.  First  of  all,  there  were 
the  shipowners,  then  there  were  the 
shipbuilders,  then  the  practical  navi- 
gators, then  the  able  seamen,  and, 
lastly,  the  underwriters  at  Lloyd's.  The 
Bill  proposed  that  a  Committee,  com- 
posed of  three  of  each  of  these  classes, 
should  be  formed  ad  hoc  for  the  purpose 
of  classifying  the  different  kinds  of 
vessels,  and  then  of  making  rules  with 
regard  to  the  life-saving  apparatus  to 
be  carried  by  each.  These  rules  would 
be  subject  to  the  approval  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  and  would  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  that  and  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  so  that  Parliament  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  judging  whether 
they  would  be  efficient  or  not.  As  to 
inspection,  any  Surveyor  or  other  person 
appointed  by  the  Board  of  Trade  might 
give  notice  to  an  owner  that  a  ship 
should  not  clear  if  there  was  any 
deficiency.  He  did  not  claim  that  the 
result  of  this  measure  would  be  absolute 
immunity  as  regarded  loss  of  life  at  sea; 
but  he  trusted  that  it  would  reduce  the 
risks,  and  provide  some  remedy  for  a 
state  of  the  law  which  was  at  present 
extremely  anomalous  and  not  suited  to 
the  requirements  of  the  times.  The  boat 
scales  in  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act, 
1854,  and  Passengers  Act,  1855,  were 
framed  upwards  of  30  years  ago  to  meet 
a  different  state  of  things  than  now  ex- 
isted. At  that  time  nearly  the  whole  of 
the  passenger  traffic  was  carried  on  by 
wooden  sailing  ships  of  about  1,200  to 
1,500  tons  burden.  The  boat  scales 
were  framed  on  the  basis  of  the  ship's 
registered  tonnage,  which,  in  those  days 
of  sailing  ships,  gave  a  very  good  idea 
of  the  vessel's  size  and  of  her  capabilities 
for  stowing  boats,  &c.;  but  now  the  sail- 
ing ships  had  entirely  given  place  to  iron 
or  steel  steamships  of  two  or  three  times 
their  size.  Every  merchant  seaman  on  the 
North-East  Coast  was  in  favour  of  men 
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being  provided  with  life-belts.  He  ven- 
tured to  hope  that  the  rules  to  be  made  by 
this  Committee  would  be  welcomed  and 
cheerfully  observed  by  all  the  interests 
concerned ,  and  that,  if  these  expectations 
were  fulfilled,  it  might  bo  possible  to 
extend  still  further  the  principle  of  in- 
viting all  the  interests  affected  by  other 
such  matters  to  unite  in  deciding  what 
restrictions  should  be  laid  upon  them  for 
their  common  good.  He  begged  to  move 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
--{The  Earl  of  Onslow.) 

Lord  COTTESLOE  said,  he  heartily 
supported  the  principle  of  the  Bill, 
which  he  earnestly  hoped  might  conduce 
to  the  saving  of  life  at  sea.  He  would 
also  suggest  that,  in  accordance  with 
the  recommendation  of  the  Committee, 
something  should  be  done  to  require  the 
use  of  oil  in  cases  of  storm  and  ship- 

The  Earl  of  EAVE:;3W0ETH  s  lid, 
that  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  one  which 
every  man  would  approve,  and  he  en- 
tirely agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  who 
had  moved  the  second  reading  that  the 
present  law  was  most  unsatisfactory.  It 
was  more— it  was  extremely  anomalous, 
and  in  some  of  its  provisions  almost 
absurd.  But  he  wished  to  say  that 
there  was  no  class  of  men  in  this  country 
who  were  more  anxious  to  save  life  than 
the  shipowners,  and  he  was  not  in  the 
least  ashamed  to  tell  their  Lordships 
that  the  conviction  had  been  forced  upon 
his  mind  that,  of  all  the  traders  of  this 
country,  the  most  capable  of  conducting 
their  business  were  the  shipowners.  He 
regarded,  therefore,  with  some  degree  of 
suspicion,  or  at  least  of  jealousy,  all  those 
attempts  to  teach  men  a  business  which 
they  knew  much  better  than  the  Legis- 
lature. By  Clause  2  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade,  for  the  time  being, 
was  authorized  to  appoint  a  Consultative 
Committee  to  assist  him  in  this  particular 
matter.  There  were  to  be  three  repre- 
sentatives of  each  class  concerned  on 
that  council,  the  selection  of  whom  was 
to  be  left  absolutely  in  the  hands  of  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  Now 
this  councilought  to  consist  of  the  most 
competent  men  in  the  country  ;  but  the 
most  competent  men  had  so  much  to  do 
at  home  that  they  would  be  prevented 
from  coming  up  to  London,  and  waiting 
on  the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 

The  Earl  of  Onshw 


to  teacli  him  his  basLQesfl.  He  was 
much  afraid  that  the  persons  who  would 
be  left  to  select  from  would  be  gentlemen 
who  had  nothing  else  to  do,  and  who 
would  be  very  glad  of  a  run  to  London, 
at  the  public  expense,  if  they  had  the 
opportunity.  He  thought  that  question 
would  require  considerable  threshing  out 
on  the  next  stage  of  the  Bill.  He  would 
further  point  out  that  what  the  Bill  re- 
quired to  be  done  was  practically  done 
now  by  all  the  best  shipowners  in  the 
country.  Interference  with  a  great  in- 
dustry should  bo  confined  to  a  minimum, 
and  only  to  such  matters  as  were  abso- 
lutely necessary  to  protect  life.  The 
next  point  he  wished  to  refer  to  was 
Clause  5,  which  provided  for  the  inspec- 
tion of  ships  for  the  purpose  of  enforcing 
the  rules  made  by  the  Bill.  That  in- 
spection was  to  be  undertaken  by  a 
Surveyor  appointed  under  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Act,  1854,  or  any  such  other 
person  as  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  might  appoint.  Those  words 
seemed  to  him  very  much  too  wide,  and 
ought  to  be  altere/by  adding  some  «ioh 
words  as  **  properly  qualified.  He  had 
ventured  to  make  these  few  remarks 
preparatory  to  the  next  stage  of  the  Bill, 
because  he  thought  it  was  only  fair  to 
point  out  defects  in  the  Bill  on  the 
second  reading,  so  that  the  Government 
might  have  an  opportunity  of  consider- 
ing them  before  the  Committee  etage 
was  reached. 

Lord  SUDELEY  said,  he  entirely 
agreed  with  the  noble  Earl  who  had  in- 
troduced the  Bill  that  the  present  state 
of  the  law  was  most  anomalous.  It  was 
most  important  not  to  take  the  respon- 
sibility away  from  the  shipowners,  and 
that  where  ships  were  not  well  found 
there  should  be  some  regulations  which 
would  show  what  was  desirable  for 
saving  life  at  sea.  He  agreed  with  the 
noble  Earl  who  spoke  last  that  the  Con- 
sultative Committee  should  be  composed 
of  thoroughly  practical  men,  but  he 
could  not  but  believe  that  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  would  do  his 
best  to  attain  that  object.  It  was  shown 
in  a  discussion  that  place  in  that  House 
some  years  ago  that  throwing  oil  on 
the  water  immediately  around  a  ship 
had  a  very  beneficial  effect.  He  thought 
that  if  to  every  lifebuoy  a  bag  of  oil 
was  attached  much  good  might  be  done. 
When  the  buoy  was  thrown  into  the 
water  the   oil  would  trickle  out^  and 
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there  could  be  no  doubt  that  that  would 
smooth  the  water  for  some  distance 
round  the  buoy.  He  thought  that  was 
a  point  worth  consideration  by  the 
Board  of  Trade.  He  was  extremely 
glad  the  Government  had  taken  up  this 
matter,  and  he  sincerely  hoped  the  Bill 
would  be  passed  almost  in  its  present 
fibane 

Lord  STANLEY  of  PEESTON  said, 
that  as  he  had  something  to  do  with  the 
earlier  stages  of  the  Bill  he  should 
like  to  say  a  word  in  support  of  it.  He 
thought  his  noble  Friend  who  had  in- 
troduced the  Bill  with  such  a  clear  and 
able  Btatement  must  be  satisfied  with 
the  reception  it  had  met  with  at  the 
hands  of  their  Lordships.  No  doubt, 
the  Bill  dealt  with  two  very  important 
questions.  In  the  first  place,  it  revised 
the  boat  scale ;  and,  in  the  next  place, 
it  contained  a  provision  by  which  the 
Board  of  Trade  would  be  brought  in 
future  more  directly  in  touch  with  some 
of  the  commercial  interests.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
been  indifferent  to  the  interests  with 
which  it  had  to  deal;  but  he  did  not 
think  that  was  a  just  accusation.  No  one 
who  had  not  been  at  the  Board  of  Trade 
could  understand  the  difficulties  which 
•arrounded  the  Office  of  President,  and 
the  vast  number  of  subjects  with  which 
he  was  called  upon  to  deal.  The  sub- 
jects brought  under  the  President's 
consideration  ranged  from  lighthouees 
to  bankruptcy,  and  from  sea  vessels  to 
salmon  fishing.  It  was,  therefore,  im- 
possible that  any  man  who  undertook 
that  Office  could  have  a  full  knowledge 
of  everything  with  which  he  had  to 
deal.  The  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Bavens worth)  appeared  to  think  that  the 
moot  competent  men  of  their  respective 
class  would  not  be  secured  to  act  on  the 
Consultative  Committee.  He  could  not 
agree  with  the  noble  Earl  in  this  view. 
During  his  short  experience  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  he  had  found  gentle- 
mea,  at  great  sacrifice  of  their  valuable 
time,  and  often  at  much  inconvenience  to 
their  own  business,  ready  on  all  occasions 
to  come  forward  freely  and  frankly  to 
g^ve  the  Department  the  benefit  of  their 
advice,  and  he  desired  to  take  this  op- 
portunity of  acknowledging  the  debt  of 
gratitude  under  which  he  lay  to  those 
gentlemen.  He  could  well  understand 
die  feeling  of  shipowners  towards  the 
Board  of  Trade,  for  they  certainly  had 


sometimes  had  a  rough  time  of  it.  With 
regard  to  the  method  of  constituting 
this  Consultative  Committee,  he  thought 
the  mode  proposed  in  the  Bill — namely, 
that  of  the  selection  of  three  names 
out  of  nine  names  submitted  by  each  of 
the  respective  bodies — was  the  best  that 
could  be  devised.  The  Bill  followed  as 
closely  as  possible  the  recommendations 
of  the  Committee  which  sat  last  year  to 
inquire  into  the  subject,  with  Lord 
Charles  Beresford  as  Chairman.  The 
proposal  in  the  Bill  for  constituting  the 
Consultative  Committee  was  the  most 
practical  form  of  giving  effect  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee. 
The  noble  Earl  seemed  to  make  it  a 
point  of  objection  to  this  Bill  that  it 
merely  provided  for  that  which  all 
good  shipowners  already  made  it  a 
practice  to  do ;  but  this  was  an  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  the  Bill — namely, 
that  it  would  merely  compel  care- 
less shipowners  to  take  the  precautions 
which  good  shipowners  took  already. 
Another  excellent  point  of  the  Bill  was 
that  it  aimed  at  securing  its  object  by 
prevention  rather  than  by  penalty.  In 
proceedings  against  a  shipowner  the 
jury  were  only  too  ready  to  give  him 
the  benefit  of  the  doubt,  and  pro- 
ceedings after  a  casualty  had  occurred 
-were  consequently  found  not  to  be 
effective.  He  hoped  that  this  experi- 
ment of  appointing  a  Consultative  Com- 
mittee to  assist  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  be  followed  in  regard  to  other 
matters,  but  to  appoint  a  general  Con- 
sultative Council  to  assist  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  regard  to  all  its  operations 
would  be  quite  illusory,  for  men  of  great 
experience  on  some  matters  might  be 
asked  to  express  an  opinion  on  others  of 
which  they  had  no  especial  knowledge. 
The  appointment  of  Consultative  Com- 
mittees ad  hoc  for  the  purpose  of  dealing 
with  the  details  of  particular  measures 
might,  however,  be  very  desirable  and 
of  great  practical  utility.  Nothing  would 
do  more  to  break  down  that  feeling  of 
antagonism  which  in  certain  quarters 
unfortunately  and  unjustly  existed 
against  the  Board  of  Trade.  Ho  was 
sure  his  noble  Friend  in  charge  of  the 
Bill  would  give  a  full  and  fair  considera- 
tion to  any  Amendment  which  might  be 
brought  forward  with  regard  to  the  de- 
tails of  the  Bill,  and  he  believed  that 
the  Bill,  when  passed  into  law,  would 
prove  a  most  useful  measure. 
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TnB  Earl  of  HAEEOWBY  said,  he 
welcomed  the  Bill  most  cordially,  for  it 
promised  to  bo  very  useful  and  valu- 
able. The  most  important  provision  in 
it  was  that  contained  in  the  2nd 
clause,  which,  for  the  first  time,  estab- 
lished a  Consultative  Committee  to  assist 
the  Board  of  Trade.  There  was  much 
to  be  said  in  favour  of  such  a  Committee, 
but  there  was  the  danger  attached  to 
this  proposal  that  it  might  diminish  the 
responsibility  of  the  Minister  at  the  head 
of  the  Department.  The  matter  required 
to  be  carefully  watched.  It  would  pro- 
bably be  a  good  plan  if  a  Committee  ad 
hoc  wore  appointed  whose  views  the 
Minister  could  consult,  and  after  con* 
suiting  whom  he  might  form  his  own 
opinion,  but  the  full  responsibility  of 
that  opinion  ought  to  rest  upon  him. 
He  desired  also  to  point  out  that  in  the 
case  of  the  rules  to  be  drawn  up,  and 
which  were  to  be  laid  on  the  Table  '10 
days  before  they  came  into  operation,  it 
ought  to  be  provided  that  the  40  days 
should  only  commence  to  run  from  the 
time  that  they  were  in  print  and  cir- 
culated. He  had  known  cases  in  which 
rules  were  laid  on  the  Table  in  dummy, 
and  the  printed  rules  were  only  circulated 
30  days  after.  This  made  the  control  of 
the  House  almost  illusory. 

The  Earl  of  ONSLOW  said,  that  the 
suggestions  made  by  the  noble  Earl  who 
had  just  sat  down  and  by  other  noble 
Lords  who  had  spoken  would  be  very 
carefully  considered.  In  answer  to  the 
suggestion  that  the  proposed  Committee 
would  weaken  the  authority  and  re- 
sponsibility of  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  he  would  point  out  that  then, 
as  at  the  present  time,  he  would  make 
the  rules,  and  would  be  responsible  to 
Parliament  for  them. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2»  ac- 
cordingly. 

AGRICULTURAL  AND  DAIRY  SCHOOLS. 
QUESTION.        OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  NORTON,  in  rising  to  ask  the 
Lord  President,  Whether  the  Govern- 
ment contemplate  taking  any  steps  this 
Session  on  the  Eeport  of  the  Depart- 
mental Commission  on  Agricultural  and 
Dairy  Schools  ?  said,  that  the  proposal 
in  the  Report  lacked  definition  and 
limit.  It  was,  however,  large  enough 
in  its  outline,  although  it  was  called 
only  a  commencement.     The  proposal 


was  that  there  should  be  a  Centra 
Normal  School  of  Agriculture,  to  be 
provided  and  maintained  by  the  State ; 
that  existing  endowed  schools  for  the 
middle  class  should  be  utilized  for  teach- 
ing practical  farming  ;  that  agricultural 
schools  originated  by  local  effort  should 
be  stimulated  and  assisted  by  Govern- 
ment aid  for  labourers,  tenant  farmerSi 
and  others;  that  district  schools  in 
selected  districts,  of  various  kinds,  five 
in  England  and  two  in  Scotland,  should 
be  at  once  set  up  under  the  control  of 
the  Central  Department,  and  in  the 
management  of  district  committees ;  that 
gardens,  allotments,  and  farms  should 
be  connected  with  rural  elementary 
schools  for  the  study  of  the  principles 
of  agriculture,  scholarships  of  £50 
a-year  each  being  given  to  boys  and  girls 
who  should  pass  the  Sixth  Standard  in 
them ;  that  district  dairy  schools  should 
be  established,  and  endowed  with  £500 
a-year  each,  besides  special  grants  for 
buildings  and  apparatus ;  that  an  annual 
grant  of  £3,000  should  be  put  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Agricultural  Department 
for  original  agricultural  research ;  that 
diplomas  from  the  Central  School  should 
be  given  for  the  highest  qualification, 
which  in  agricultural  studies  was  to  in- 
clude forestry,  gardening,  fruit-growing, 
poultry,  and  bee-keeping,  besides  all 
ordinary  farm  work  ;  and  in  dairy  studies 
was  to  include  the  rearing  and  feeding 
of  stock,  and  making  cheese.  Such  was 
the  outline  for  commencement,  and  for 
the  i^urpose  it  was  not  too  large.  But 
the  question  was  whether  the  State  could 
do  all  this  best.  South  Kensington  did 
not  seem  to  him  to  be  the  true  fountain 
of  practical  agricultural  skill.  Much 
was  being  done  at  the  present  time  which 
State  undertaking  would  supersede. 
The  school  in  Cumberland  was  acknow- 
ledged to  be  a  success,  although  the  re- 
sult of  private  enterprize.  Then  there 
was  Cirencester,  which  was  said  to  be 
too  expensive  for  small  farmers,  but  the 
scholarships  and  exhibitions  of  £100 
a-year  which  this  Report  proposed  would 
fully  open  it  to  their  use.  Evening 
classes  were  also  being  established  for 
this  purpose  in  country  districts.  Those 
actually  engaged  and  interested  in  the 
advance  of  technical  knowledge  were 
everywhere  making  better  provision  for 
special  apprenticeship  than  the  doc- 
trinaires of  Government  Departments 
could  possibly  make  by  State  eohools 
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within  definite  programmes.  At  most, 
the  State  ought  to  provide  central 
training  for  teachers,  and  exhibitions 
to  aid  poor  talent.  There  was  already 
on  the  Estimates  a  proposal  to  give 
£5,000  to  begin  the  work  recom- 
mended by  the  Commission,  and  a  pro- 
mise had  been  made  of  a  Bill  for  a 
Minister  of  Agriculture.  A  Department 
of  Agriculture  under  the  Council  Office 
existed  in  Parliament  Street,  and  in 
connection  with  the  Local  Government 
Bill  more  shadowy  forms  of  coming  aid 
appeared.  Some  clearer  indication 
should  be  given  of  what  was  intended 
before  steps  were  taken  which  would 
make  mistake  irremediable. 

Earl  SPENCEE  asked,  when  the 
Government  proposed  to  lay  on  the 
Table  the  Evidence  on  which  the  Eeport 
of  the  Departmental  Commission  was 
founded  ?  It  seemed  to  him  important 
that  they  should  have  the  Evidence  be- 
fore they  considered  the  recommenda- 
tions made  in  the  Eeport,  as  there  were 
many  points  that  required  to  be  eluci- 
dated by  the  Evidence. 

LoBD  VERNON  said,  he  was  glad  of  an 
opportunity  to  express  the  gratitude  that 
a  considerable  section  of  the  agricultural 
community  felt  for  the  patience  and  con- 
sideration Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  evinced  in  dealing  with  all  matters 
relating  to  the  industry  in  which  they 
were  interested.  Commissions  had  been 
appointed  to  inquire  into  every  subject 
that  had  been  suggested  as  a  possible 
remedy  for  the  existing  depression, 
which,  although  the  agriculturist  had  ex- 
ercised his  prerogative  of  grumbling  at, 
was,  as  the  noble  Marquess  told  thom 
on  Monday,  not  unique  to  this  country, 
or  confined  to  this  one  branch  of  indus- 
try, most  departments  of  trade  having 
suffered  in  a  like  ratio.  The  subject  of 
State-aided  agricultural  education  had 
been  an  almost  unknown  thing  in  this 
country  up  to  the  present  time.  The 
Commission  of  which  Sir  Eichard  Paget 
was  the  Chairman  recommended  that 
dairy  arhools  should  be  assisted  by  funds 
to  carry  on  their  operations,  and  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  very  wisely 
remarked  that  he  must  be  convinced  of 
the  utility  of  such  schools  before  he  as- 
sented to  grants  being  given  them.  By 
that,  presumably,  he  meant  their  utility 
from  a  national  point  of  view.  In  order 
to  convince  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, the  Commission  quoted  as  a  re- 


markable instance  of  what  education  had 
done  for  Denmark,  her  imports  of 
butter  to  this  country  having  increased 
from  80,589  cwt.  in  1867  to  210,322  owt. 
in  1877,  and  to  487,603  cwt.  in  1887. 
But  this  increase  might  be  accounted  for 
by  studying  the  prices  realized,  which 
were  as  follows  :— 104«.  per  cwt.  in  1867, 
128«.  in  1877,  and  109«.  in  1887.  No 
doubt  that  104«.  in  1867  paid  the  Danish 
farmer.  When,  therefore,  the  price  rose  to 
128«.in  1877,  it  showed  an  undue  margin 
of  profit,  and  stimulated  him  to  further 
efforts,  and  the  production  had  increased 
in  proportion.  But  the  question  was  if 
there  were  many  farmers  who  would  be 
satisfied  with  such  a  price  for  their 
butter  on  the  average  of  12  months,  ex- 
cept in  the  most  primitive  districts,  and 
if  the  dairy  produce  made  in  England 
was  of  an  inferior  character  to  that  im- 
ported from  Denmark  or  elsewhere — if 
this  were  proved,  then,  indeed,  we  had 
reason  to  inquire  what  could  be  done  to 
raise  the  standard  of  home- made  goods ; 
but  even  in  that  case  it  rested  with  the 
landowners  to  improve  the  produce  of 
their  estates.  If  we  were  living  under 
a  system  of  peasant  proprietors — or  even 
as  in  Denmark,  where  the  soil  was 
greatly  subdivided  owing  partly  to  tho 
state  of  the  law,  which  interdicted  tho 
union  of  small  farms  into  large  estates, 
but  encouraged  in  various  ways  the  par- 
celling out  of  landed  property,  and  left 
the  tenant  entire  control  of  his  land  so 
long  as  the  rent  was  paid — it  might  be 
advisable  to  aid  those  who  were  unable 
to  acquire  the  knowledge  necessary  for 
obtaining  the  best  return  from  their 
holdings.  But  with  large  estates  and 
well-organized,  powerful  agricultural 
societies,  such  as  the  Eoyal  Agricultural 
Society,  with  9,000  members,  and  sub- 
scriptions amounting  to  £9,000  annually, 
it  did  seem  unnecessary  to  subsidize 
new  schools.  As  Professor  Wrightson 
observed  last  week,  in  the  Paper  he  read 
before  the  Society  of  Arts,  the  paternal 
principle  of  government  had  never  found 
favour  in  England.  Almost  everything 
in  the  way  of  advancement  was  left  to 
private  and  corporate  enterprize,  and  the 
results  of  this  system  of  self-help  had 
been  magnificent.  Further  on  he  said — 

"Dairy  farmers,  the  men  above  all  others 
BiDgled  out  for  assistance,  have  been  exception- 
ally fortunate.  No  class  of  men  have  progressed 
more  rapidly  with  the  times.  They  have  wiped 
out  the  obloquy  of  a  few  years  ago  with  regard  to 
the  alleged  inferiority  of  their  butter  and  cheose, 
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and  these  English  products  are  once  more  equal, 
if  not  superior,  to  those  imported  from  Den- 
mark, Brittany,  and  Normandy/' 

With  this  opinion  and  the  evidence 
gained  from  the  Agricultural  Eeturns,  it 
would  be  absurd  to  say  that  dairy  far- 
mers had  not  made  great  strides  of  late 
years  in  Great  Britain  ;  and  they  would 
undoubtedly  continue  to  do  so  on  those 
estates  where  the  tenants  were  not 
paralyzed  by  too  heavy  payments  of 
rent,  tithe,  and  taxes.  If,  however, 
they  were  overburdened  with  charges  of 
this  description,  they  would  be  unable 
to  hold  their  own  when  brought  into 
competition  with  the  whole  world,  and 
no  amount  of  State-aided  education 
would  achieve  the  desired  result — that 
of  enabling  them  to  pay  such  an  interest 
on  their  capital  as  would  satisfy  their 
requirements.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
urge  on  Her  Majesty's  Government,  if 
they  saw  the  advisability  of  acceding  to 
the  recommendations  of  the  Commission, 
not  to  enter  into  the  speculation  sug- 
gested of  buying  a  200-acre  farm  near 
Rugby  for,  say,  £12,000,  but  to  hand 
over  the  money  to  the  Royal  Agricul- 
tural Societies  of  England,  Scotland,  and 
Ireland,  to  be  utilized  by  them  in  dis- 
seminating dairy  knowledge  throughout 
the  entire  Kingdom,  a  course  not  involv- 
ing the  present  or  any  succeeding 
Government  in  an  obligation  to  continue 
such  grants,  and  one  that  would  from 
the  past  history  of  those  societies  assure 
the  money  being  expended  for  the  bene- 
fit of  practical  agriculture. 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  the 
COUNOIL  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  said, 
that  the  special  knowledge  whieh  was 
known  to  be  possessed  by  the  noble 
Lord  who  had  just  spoken  would  induce 
their  Lordships  to  attach  great  weight 
to  his  observations.  With  respect  to 
the  Question  that  was  put  by  the  noble 
Lord  behind  him,  he  felt  some  difficulty 
in  answering  it.  A  Question  had  been 
put  in  the  other  House,  and  the  Go- 
vernment intimated  that  a  Minister  of 
Agriculture  was  to  be  appointed,  if  Par- 
liament should  sanction  it,  with  whom 
it  would  naturally  rest  to  determine 
what  should  be  done  in  the  matter. 
As  Head,  at  present,  of  the  Department 
charged  with  the  interests  of  agricul- 
ture, he  might  say  that,  even  without 
adopting  the  suggestions  of  the  Com- 
mission as  embodied  in  their  Report,  he 
Btill    felt  that  there    would  be  many 

Lord  Vernon 


opportunities,  in  the  course  of  the  pre- 
sent year,  of  rendering  assistance  to  Bome 
extent  in  aid  of  local  effort,  and  in  con- 
sonance with  the  principle  of  self-help 
which  the  noble  Lord  opposite  had  jast 
commended.  He  regretted  very  much 
that  the  two  Reports  had  not  been 
accompanied  by  the  Evidence.  It  was  in 
print,  but  he  could  not  say  how  soon  it 
would  be  laid  before  the  House.  He 
would,  however,  take  steps  to  ascertain 
how  soon  it  could  be  produced,  because 
it  was  very  desirable  that  those  who 
took  a  special  interest  in  the  matter 
should  be  cognizant  of  the  Evidence 
which  had  been  laid  before  the  Com- 
mission. It  would  be  observed  that  in 
that  Commission,  as  in  many  others,  a 
good  many  leading  questions  were  put, 
which  showed  pretty  clearly  the  bias 
which  suggested  them.  When  witnesses 
had  a  pecuniary  subsidy  dangled  before 
their  eyes,  it  was  not  to  be  expected 
that  they  should  have  the  moral  courage 
of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  and  say  they 
would  rather  not  have  it.  There  were 
some  who,  to  a  certain  extent,  did  so ; 
but  it  would  be  found  that  some  of  those 
who  managed  dairies  skilfully  and  with 
success  fuUy  appreciated  the  value  of 
their  own  excellent  practice.  Many 
inquiries  had  been  made  of  him  by  de- 
putations and  others  upon  this  subject. 
A  large  deputation  from  Scotland  had 
asked  that  whatever  assistance  was  given 
should  be  extended  equitably  to  that 
country,  and  had  urged  that  too  much 
importance  was  attached  to  dairies  in 
comparison  with  other  branches  of  agri- 
culture. Indeed,  they  said  that  the 
least  depressed  interest  was  that  of  dairy 
farming,  and  that  other  departments  of 
agriculture  required  more  teaching  and 
more  assistance  than  dairy  farming,  while 
they  by  no  means  desired  to  check  any 
support  to  that  calling.  There  had  not 
been  much  done  in  the  way  of  practical 
teaching  in  connection  with  the  Science 
and  Art  Department.  A  certain  amount 
was  expended  from  year  to  year  ;  but  it 
was  mainly  upon  what  might  be  called 
theoretical  teaching  and  book  learning 
rather  than  practical  agriculture.  There 
was  a  time  when  there  was  in  this  coun- 
try agricultural  instruction  connected 
with  elementary  schools;  but  it  was 
done  away  with,  because  it  was  found 
that  it  interfered  with  the  gaining 
of  grants  for  general  education.  In 
agricultural  districts  boys  left  the  ele* 
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xnentary  schools  at  an  early  age,  and  it 
Tras  necessary  that  they  should  in  early 
youth  acquire  a  knowledge  of  horses  and 
other  animals;  and  that  was  knowledge 
of  a  more  practical  kind  than  they  could 
acquire  by  gardens  or  allotments  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  a  school.  It  might  be 
desirable  to  provide  by  small  scholar- 
ships  for  assisting  some  boys  to  obtain 
a  more  scientific  knowledge  of  the  busi- 
ness in  which  they  were  to  be  employed. 
But,  after  all,  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  for  the  bulk  of  the  lads  the  best 
Instruction  in  agriculture  would  be  in- 
struction gained  on  the  land  itself.  It 
was  impossible  in  schools,  except,  per- 
haps, in  evening  schools,  to  gain  time 
for  special  instruction,  and  it  was  to  the 
farmers  we  must  look  to  train  the  boys 
they  required  to  do  their  work.  He  had 
beard  that  an  agricultural  school  had 
been  recently  set  up  in  Glasgow  for  the 
training  of  young  farmers.  Those  were 
assisted  by  landlords,  and  considerable 
numbers  attended  the  classes  from  a 
distance.  That  seemed  to  him  the  right 
sort  of  begpinning.  He  could  not  hold 
out  any  hope  that  anything  would  be 
done  in  the  way  of  distinct  State  founda- 
tions during  the  present  year.  The  so- 
called  Agricultural  Department  were 
not  in  a  position  at  present  to  make 
the  inquiries  which  would  be  neces- 
sary for  an  undertaking  of  such  mag- 
nitude. He  might  mention  that  the 
Veterinary  part  of  the  Department  of 
the  Council  had  met  with  an  appro- 
bation throughout  the  country  which 
was  almost  remarkable,  considering  the 
very  unpleasant  duties  which  it  had  to 
discharge  in  enforcing  the  law  with  re- 
gard to  diseased  cattle,  and  endeavour- 
ing to  prevent  the  spread  of  infection. 
With  regard  to  the  Agricultural  Depart- 
ment more  recently  set  up,  it  had  been 
proceeding  by  degrees;  but  strong  re- 
presentations had  been  made  to  him 
that  it  was  very  desirable  there  should 
be  greater  strength  infused  into  it ;  and 
he  was  of  opinion  that  it  needed  it. 
The  Department  was  beginning  to  at- 
tract a  great  deal  of  attention  through- 
out the  country  ;  and  he  might  promise 
on  its  behalf  that  the  representations  in 
question  would  be  carefully  considered. 
He  trusted  that  the  agriculturists  would 
saooeed  in  deriving  substantial  benefit 
from  the  new  Ministry  if  established. 
Practitallyy  his  answer  amounted  to  this. 
He  beliered  the  Department  would  re- 


ceive from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exclie- 
quer  this  year  a  sum  which  would  be 
expended  in  obtaining  information  as  to 
the  real  needs  of  the  country,  .and  in 
giving  assistance,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  local  efforts  in  testing  the  advan- 
tages which  might  be  derived  from  the 
present  condition  of  teaching  in  this 
country.  The  Department  did  not  hold 
out  the  expectation  that  the  State  was 
going  to  do  everything ;  but  if  the 
localities  showed  that  they  were  really 
in  need  of  assistance  by  taking  steps 
themselves,  the  Department  would  be 
prepared  to  assist  them  this  year  with  a 
view  to  further  action  if,  with  sufficient 
knowledge,  it  was  found  desirable  to  go 
further  in  the  matter. 

THE  CHESHIRE  CONSTABULARY- 
COMPENSATION  TO  POLICE-CON- 
STABLES COOPER  AND  PROUDLOVE. 

QUESTION.      OBSBEVATIONS. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
asked  Her  Majesty's  Government,  Whe- 
ther they  have  taken  any  steps  to  secure 
reward  or  compensation  to  two  police 
officers  named  Cooper  and  Proudlove 
for  the  very  serious  injuries  received  by 
them  from  a  gang  of  thieves  nearBowden 
Station  ?  The  circumstances  which  gave 
rise  to  his  Question  were  that  a  gang  of 
poachers,  finding  the  night  too  light 
to  go  after  rabbits,  had  stolen  17  geese 
from  a  farmyard  pond.  Information  had 
been  given  to  the  police,  and  two  offi- 
cers went  after  the  thieves.  They  took 
refuge  in  a  railway  hut ;  but,  finding 
there  were  only  three  policemen,  they 
said — **Let  us  go  out  and  murder  them." 
Accordingly,  they  went  out  and  so  bat- 
tered the  heads  of  Sergeant  Cooper  and 
Police-constable  Proudlove  that  for  some 
time  their  lives  were  despaired  of.  Two 
men  were  put  on  their  trial  for  this 
affair  ;  one  got  six  months,  the  other 
proved  an  alihi.  Two  other  men  were 
tried  on  the  7th  of  this  month,  at 
Chester,  for  feloniously  wounding  the 
two  police  officers,  and  both  got  eight 
years*  penal  servitude.  These  police 
officers  had  shown  great  courage  in 
pursuing  so  large  a  number  of  thieves, 
and  he  thought  the  Government  might 
well  go  out  of  its  way  to  show  its  appro- 
bation of  their  conduct.  He  asked  the 
attention  of  the  Government  to  the  fact 
that  in  Cheshire  and  the  adjoining 
counties,   with    the    exception   of   the 
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district  round  Liverpool,  of  late  years 
the  gangs  of  marauders  had  increased 
in  number  and  in  lawlessness,  and  he 
dated  this  increase  from  the  time  Sir 
William  Harcourt  occupied  the  Home 
Office.  It  was  not  owing  alone  or  so 
much  to  his  speeches  at  the  time  of 
passing  the  Hares  and  Babbits  Bill, 
though  those,  no  doubt,  had  contributed 
to  this  result ;  but  the  encouragement 
to  lawlessness  and  violence  which  he 
and  his  Friends  had  given  in  Ireland 
had  had  their  bad  effects  in  this  country 
also. 

The  paymaster  GENERAL 
(Earl  Brownlow)  :  The  Government 
have  received  a  Report  from  the  Chief 
Constable  of  Cheshire,  from  which 
it  appears  that  these  two  police  officers 
received  very  serious  injuries  while  en- 
deavouring to  arrest  a  gang  of  men  who 
were  stealing  geese  on  the  night  of  No- 
vember 5,  1887.  The  policemen  appear 
to  have  displayed  great  courage  and 
British  pluck  in  the  encounter  which 
took  place,  and  I  have  great  pleasure  in 
bearing  testimony  to  their  bravery.  At 
the  same  time,  I  must  point  out  that  it 
is  for  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  and 
not  for  the  Government,  to  take  such 
steps  as  they  think  proper  to  secure  re- 
ward or  compensation  to  members  of 
the  County  Police  Force,  where,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Court,  special  gallantry 
has  been  displayed  or  serious  injuries 
received  in  the  discharge  of  their  ordi- 
nary duties. 

HIGH  SHERIFFS. 

MOTION   FOR  A   SELECT   COMMITTEE. 

2fovedf  "That  a  Select  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  mode  of  appoint- 
ment, the  duties,  and  the  obligations  of  the 
high  sheriffs  of  counties,  and  to  report.'*— (TAtf 
£arl  of  Camperdown.) 

The  LOED  PEESIDENT  of  the 
COUNCIL  (Viscount  Ckanbrook)  said, 
he  had  great  pleasure  in  acceding  to 
the  Motion  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

PRIVATE   lilLL   LEQISLATION. 

Joint  Committee  with  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  appointed  to  examine  into 
the  present  system  of  Priyate  Bill  legislation,  and 
to  report  how  far  and  in  what  manner,  without 
rejudice  to  public  interests,  that  system  may 
e  modified  with  a  view  to  the  interests  of 
suitors,  the  economy  of  the  time  of  Parliament, 
and  the  reduction  of  costa  and  charges :  The 
Lords  following  were  named  of  the  Committee : 
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E.  Bathurst.  L.  GolTille  of  Oulron. 

L.  Balfour  of  Barley.    L.  Btalbridge. 
L.  Monk  Bretton.        L.  Kensington. 

Ordered^  That  such  Committee  hare  power 
to  ag^ee  with  the  Committee  of  the  Oommons 
in  the  appointment  of  a  ohairman. 

POOH  LAW  BELIEF. 

Select  Committee  on :  The  Lords  following 
were  named  of  the  Committee : 

L.  Abp.  Canterbury.  V.   Gordon  (E»  Abir* 

E.  Spencer.  deen), 

£.  Milltown.  L.  Balfoor. 

E.  Onslow.  L.  Hopetoon  {B,  Sopt' 

E.  Strafford.  toun), 

E.  Kimberley.  L.  Thiing. 

The  Committee  to  meet  To-morrow  at  Three 
o*  clock,  and  to  appoint  their  own  Chairman. 

NATIONAL  DEBT   (oONVEBSION)   BILL. 

Read  1*  ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  i* 
To-morrow ;  and  Standing  Order  No.  XXXV. 
to  be  considered  in  order  to  its  being  diepensed 
with.— ( The  Margitest  of  Saliibnry,)    (No.  49. ) 

Uouse  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Six 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  qoarter 

past  Ten  o*olock. 


FIOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
lliursday,  22nd  diarchy  1888. 


MINUTES.]-New  Member  Sworn— Henry 
John  Brinsley  Manners,  commonly  called 
Marquess  of  Granby,  for  the  County  of 
Leicester  (Eastern  or  Melton  Division). 

Select  Committee — Emigration  and  Lnmig^n- 
tion  (Foreigners) ;  Mr.  Cromer  and  Mr. 
Samuel  Uoare  added. 

Public  BiJA^s—Eetolution  in  Commtt^— Cus- 
toms, Isle  of  Man — r.f. 

Ordered— First  Reading— Secondary  Education 
(Scotland)*  [187];  Legal  Proceedings  (Re- 
ports)  *  [188] ;  Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland) 
Act,  1878,  Amendment*  [189]. 

Second  Heading— CnminaX  Evidence*  [1321; 
Statute  Law  Revision*  [186];  Mortmain 
and  Charitable  Uses  *[174];  Westminster 
Abbey  *  [165],  debate  adjourned. 

Committee- Report— Krmy  (Annual)  •  [179]. 

Third  J?^arf/;/^— Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1)*; 
National  Debt  (Conversion)*  [164],  and 
passed. 

Withdrawn  —  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887) 
Amendment  (Arrears  of  Rent)  •  [147]  ;  Rail- 
way Regulation*  [81  J. 

Q  UE  RTIONS. 


MUNICIPAL  TOLLS  ON  GRAIN— CORPO- 
RATION  OF  GUILDFORD. 

Mr.  ho WAED  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asked   the    President  of  the 


il        AdminiBtraiion  of  (Maboh  22,  1888}  Justine  {Ireland). 

Board  of  Trade,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Corporation  of  Quildford  levies  a  toll  on 
all  wheat  and  other  grain,  whether 
British  grown  or  foreign,  brought  into 
the  municipal  market  for  sale ;  to  what 
purposes  the  proceeds  are  devoted,*  if 
any  complaint,  by  either  producers, 
middlemen,  or  local  consumers,  has  been 
received  upon  the  subject ;  and,  if  there 
are  any  other  City,  Borough,  or  Har- 
bour Authorities  in  the  United  King- 
dom, besides  the  Corporation  of  London, 
who,  being  duly  empowered  by  law, 
levy  a  duty  upon  imports  of  grain  into 
the  locality  under  their  jurisdiction  for 
local  purposes  ? 

Thb  president  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  With  re- 
gard to  the  first  part  of  the  Question, 
the  Town  Clerk  of  Guildford  informs  the 
Board  of  Trade  that  a  toll  is  taken,  not 
on  all  wheat  and  other  grain  brought 
into  the  market  at  Guildford,  but  onlv 
on  all  wheat  sold  in  the  market.  This 
toll  is  one  pint  per  sack  ;  and  the  corn 
taken  as  toll  is  ultimately  sold,  and  the 
proceeds  paid  into  the  Treasurer  of  the 
Borough  to  the  credit  of  the  Borough 
Fund — that  is.  the  proceeds  are  devoted 
in  aid  of  the  borough  rate.  No  com- 
plaint has,  to  the  Town  Clerk's  know- 
ledge, been  made  to  the  Corporation  by 
either  producers,  middlemen,  or  local 
consumers  on  the  subject  of  this  toll. 
With  regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question — namely,  as  to  whether  duties 
on  grain  brought  into  a  particular 
locality  are  levied  by  other  City,  Borough, 
or  Harbour  Authorities  in  the  country — 
the  Board  of  Trade  are  aware  that  such 
duties  are  levied  by  some  Harbour 
Authorities,  and  they  believe  they  are 
levied  by  other  City  and  Borough 
Authorities  as  regards  articles  brought 
into  markets  ;  but  they  have  no  official 
information  in  detail  as  to  what  is  done 
by  cities  and  boroughs.  As  the  hon. 
Member  is  aware,  a  Boyal  Commission 
is  now  inquiring  as  to  market  rights  and 
tolls. 

BRITISH  INDIA— ANNEXATION  OF 
TERRITORY. 

Ms.  SLAGG  (Burnley)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  he  will  provide,  for  the  use  of 
hon.  Members  of  this  House,  a  map 
showing  the  additions  that  have  been 
made  to  the  territory  of  British  India 
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since  1870,  by  annexation  and  other- 
wise ;  and  providing  references  to  the 
various  Treaties,  arrangements,  and 
Proclamations  under  which  those  addi- 
tions have  been  effected  ? 

Thb  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Goest)  (Chatham)  : 
The  only  additions  of  any  importance 
made  to  the  territory  of  British  India 
since  1870  are  Upper  Burmah  and  the 
districts  on  the  North-  Western  Frontier. 
There  may  have  been  trifling  rectifica- 
tions of  frontier  elsewhere,  by  exchange 
with  Native  States,  as  to  which  no  cer- 
tain information  could  be  given  without 
reference  to  India.  A  map  will  be  pre- 
pared and  laid  upon  the  Table  showing 
the  districts  added  last  year  on  the 
North-Western  Frontier,  with  the  re- 
ferences asked  for.  But  it  is  impossible 
to  do  the  same  thing  in  reference  to 
Upper  Burmah,  as  the  frontier  still  re- 
mains to  be  marked  out  by  the  Commis- 
sion agreed  to  in  the  Convention  with 
China  of  1886. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  JUSTICE  (IRE- 
LAND)  —  MR.  WATERS,  COUNTY 
COURT  JUDGE  OF  WATERFORD,  &c. 

Captain  M^CALMONT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  at- 
tention of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land has  been  drawn  to  the  numerous 
instances  in  which  the  decisions  of  Mr. 
Waters,  County  Court  Judge  for  the 
Counties  of  Waterford,  Leitrim,  and 
Cavan,  in  the  exercise  of  the  discre- 
tionary jurisdiction  entrusted  to  Chair- 
men of  Quarter  Sessions  by  the  Land 
Act  of  1887,  have  been  reversed  by  Mr. 
Justice  Andrews  at  the  County  Cavan 
Spring  Assizes;  and,  whether  he  has  any 
power  of  providing  for  the  consistent 
administration  of  justice  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  County  Court  Judges  hold  during 
good  behaviour,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor 
has  no  jurisdiction  to  interfere  with  them 
in  the  exercise  of  their  judicial  discre- 
tion. All  suitors  dissatisfied  with  the 
decisions  of  a  County  Court  Judge  in 
Civil  cases  can  appeal  to  the  Judge  of 
Assize,  a  right  which  appears  to  have 
been  availed  of  in  the  instances  referred 
to. 
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I  the  Bojal  CommissioD  on  the  Honaing 
uf  the  Working  Glasaes,  that  thia  sit« 
should  bo  used  for  "  workmen'o  dwell- 
ings and  for  openepaoes  concocted  tbere- 

vfith  "  ? 

The  SECEETAItT  of  STATE  {Mr. 
iTATTHEWs}  (Birmingham,  E.):  Tea, 
Sir ;  it  is  intended  to  digcontinne  the 
use   of  MiUbank   Penitentiary  in    the 


CHILDREN'S   DANGEROUS   PERFORil- 

ANCES    ACT,     1870— EXniBITlOS    IN 

THE  METROPOLIS. 
Me.  HOWARD VINCENT(Sheffi6ld, 
Central)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  having  re- 
gard to  the  public  oshibitions  of  young 

children  in  acrobalic  and  other  perform-        .    .,   ^ 

ancee  apparently  dangerous  to  the  life  ,  course  of  the  present  year.     lean 
and  limbs  of  child] '-'•■ ' —  '         "  '     '  ■'    ■   -^     "^ 


taking  place  [  a^y  hon.  Friend  that  the  GoTernmont 
the  Metropolis,  If  it  is  the  duty  of  \  ^i\]  endeavour  to  give  effect  to  the  r«- 


the  Metropolitan  Polite,  or  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works,  or  of  what 
other  Public  Authority,  to  take  action, 
■whore  necessary,  under  tho  provieiona  of 
"The  Children's  Dangerous  Perform- 
ances Act,  1879?" 

Thb  SECEETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  The 
Statute  referred  to  does  not  give  the 
pover,  or  impoee  the  duty,  of  taking 
action  upon  the  police  or  the  Metropoli- 
tan Board  of  Works  or  any  Public 
Authority.  The  Act  leaves  it  open  to 
any  person,  or  Society,  to  initiate  a  pro- 
eecution  in  a  proper  case.  I  uudorstand 
that  there  is  a  Society  which  has  ooca- 
eionally  taken  proceedings  under  this 
Act. 

IRISH  LAND  COSIMISaiON  —  FAIR 
RENTS-SUB-COJ13IISSrON  IN  LON- 
DONDERRY. 

Mb.  lea  (Londonderry,  8.)  asked  the 
Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  How  soon  a  Sub-Commiasioc 
will  sit  in  the  County  of  Londonderry  to 
hear  applications  for  a  fair  rent  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Land  Act  of  last 

^^TuE  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDEE 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kikg-Harman ) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied} 
said :  The  Land  Commisaionors  inform 
me  that  they  have  not  fixed  the  date  for 
the  next  sitting  of  a  Sub- Com  mission  in 
tho  County  Londonderry. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSED 
— MILLBANK  I'ESITENTIAKY. 
Mb.  WHITMORE  (Ohelaea)  asked 
tho  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether,  and  when,  it  is 
intended  to  remove  MiUbank  Peniten- 
tiary from  ita  present  site  ;  and,  whether, 
in  the  event  of  its  removal,  the  Qovem- 
ment  will  endeavour  to  give  effect  to  tho 
fition  contained  in  the  Report  of 


commendations  of  the  Eoyal  Commia- 
sionOTB  on  thia  head,  so  far  as  they  can 
consistently  with  the  provisions  of  the 
Housing  of  tho  Working  Claaaea  Act, 

1885. 

LAW      AND      JUSTICE      (IRELAND)  — 

JOHN     CLARKE      AND    WIFE.    PRI- 

SONERS   IN   SLIGO   GAOL. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 

asked  the  Ohief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  la  it  true  that 

John  Clarke,    of   Cornakelly,    County 

Longford,  and  his  wife  are  at  present 

undergoing  a  term  of  impriaonment  in 

Sligo  Gaol ;  when,  and  by  whom,  were 

they  committed  ;  what  is  their  offence; 

and,  how  long  are  they  to  he  kept  in 


SBOEETAEY  (Colonel  Kino-Hahjiam) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  It  is  the  case  that  the  prisonera 
referred  to  are  in  custody  in  Sligo  Oaol. 
The;  were  committed  on  the  23rd  of 
August,  1887,  by  order  of  the  Land 
Judges  for  re-taking  forcible  posseasioit 
of  their  holding  after  they  had  been 
eviotnd  by  the  Sheriff  of  Longford. 
They  will  be  released  at  the  espiratioa 
of  12  months  from  the  date  of  their  con- 
viction, or  on  payment  of  the  rent  and 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Does  tho  order 
of  committal  prescribe  their  release  on 
payment  of  the  rent  and  costs? 

Colonel  KlNO-nARMAN:  I  caa- 
not  say. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Will  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  repeat  that 
portion  of  his  answer  which  gave  the 
payment  of  the  rent  and  costs  as  a  ood- 
dition  precedent  to  tho  release  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  They 
are  committed  for  contempt  of  Court. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALY :  WUi  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  repeat  the 
latter  part  of  his  answer  f 
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Colonel  KINO-HARMAN  :  I  stated 
that  they  would  be  released  in  12 
months,  or  on  payment  of  the  rent  and 
costs  dtie 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  state  what 
is  the  ransom  which  will  procure  their 
release  r 

Colonel  KING-HARM  AN :  No,  Sir; 
certainly  not,  without  Notice. 

BANKRUPTCY  ACT,  1883— DEPUTY 
OFFICIAL  RECEIVERS. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  powers  to  appoint  Deputy  Official 
Receivers  are  limited  by  *'  The  Bank- 
ruptcy Act,  1883,"  to  a  period  not  ex- 
ceeding two  months,  and  that  such  ap- 
pointments were  intended  to  be  tem- 
porary only,  he  will  state  for  what  period 
or  periods  a  deputy,  and  who,  has  been 
appointed  for  the  Official  Receiver  for 
Ghuldford;  and,  what  steps  are  taken 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  before  they 
nominate  a  deputy  to  satisfy  themselves 
that  he  is  a  fit  person  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.):  There  is 
at  present  no  Deputy  Official  Receiver 
at  Guildford ;  but  the  Board  of  Trade 
have,  from  time  to  time,  appointed  Mr. 
Britten,  the  Chief  Clerk  of  the  Official 
Receiver,  to  act  as  deputy  during  his 
temporary  absence,  as  provided  by  the 
BanKruptcy  Act.  In  no  case  has  such 
appointment  exceeded  the  period  of  two 
months  specified  by  the  Act.  Before 
any  Ruch  authority  is  granted  the  Board 
of  Trade  invariably  require  a  Report 
upon  the  qualifications  of  the  Official 
Receiver's  nominee. 

IRISH   LAND    COMMISSION— SUB-COM. 
MISSION  IN  MONAGHAN. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
lieatenant  of  Ireland,  Whea  a  Sub 
Commission  Court  sat  under  the  Land 
Act  in  Monaghan ;  whether  he  is  aware 
Uiat  a  large  number  of  tenants  served 
originating  notices  before  November 
last,  and  that,  although  entitled  to  a 
reduced  rent  if  decreed  by  the  Court, 
they  are  being  called  upon  to  pay  the 
fall  year's  rent;  and,  if  he  will  take 
■tepe  to  expedite  the  settlement  of  these 
caseaf 


Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
also  asked,  when  the  Land  Sub-Com- 
mission will  sit  in  Clones,  County 
Monaghan  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Hahman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Land  Commissioners  inform 
me  that  a  Sub-Commission  sat  in  the 
County  Monaghan  during  the  months  of 
October,  November,  and  December  last. 
No  date  has  yet  been  fixed  for  the  next 
sitting.  It  appears  that  on  one  estate 
in  the  county  a  number  of  tenants  served 
originating  notices  before  November 
last,  and  have  been  called  upon  to  pay 
the  full  year's  rent ;  but  that,  pending 
the  decision  of  the  Court,  20  per  cent 
reduction  is  allowed  to  those  who  pay 
their  rents  within  a  specified  time.  As 
I  stated  in  the  House  the  day  before 
yesterday,  the  Government  are  anxiously 
considering  the  question  of  the  existing 
arrears  in  applications  awaiting  a  hear- 
ing. 

HARBOURS  OF  REFUGE-THE  BRISTOL 

CHANNEL. 

Lord  HENRY  BRUCE  (Wilts,  Chip- 
penham)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  there  is  any 
intention  of  the  Government  to  act  upon 
the  recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission of  1859,  and  of  more  than  one 
Select  Committee,  to  construct  a  Harbour 
of  Refuge  in  the  Bristol  Channel ;  and, 
if  so,  when  it  will  be  commenced  ;  what 
has  been  the  loss  of  vessels  and  lives 
in  the  Bristol  Channel  since  the  Royal 
Commission  recommended  the  construc- 
tion of  this  Harbour  of  Refuge;  and, 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  shipping 
trade  of  the  Bristol  Channel  is  at  the 
present  moment  at  least  one-fifth  part 
of  the  whole  of  England  ? 

TuE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  The  matter 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  refers  is  one  in 
which,  as  one  of  the  Members  for  Bristol, 
I  am  naturally  much  interested.  I  am 
sorry  that  I  cannot  give  him  the  num- 
ber of  vessels  lost  in  the  Bristol  Channel; 
but  the  number  of  lives  lost  by  wrecks 
and  casualties  (excluding  collisions  and 
missing  vessels)  since  1859  is  1,314. 
The  noble  Lord  is  correct  in  supposing 
that  the  shipping  trade  of  the  Bristol 
Channel  is  about  one-fifth  part  of  that 
of  the  whole  of  England.  As  regards 
the  intentions  of  the  Government,  I  am 
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afraid,  notwithstandiog  what  I  have 
stated,  that  I  can  ooly  repeat  that  the 
Government  have  no  intention  of  depart- 
ing from  the  policy  pursued  by  suooes- 
Bive  Qovernments  in  past  years,  under 
which  they  have  hitherto  declined  to 
make  grants  of  money  for  harbour  con- 
struction except  in  cases  of  Imperial  and 
National  necessity. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL- 
SMALL  ANNUITANTS. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  can  in- 
clude in  the  Conversion  Scheme  a  clause 
by  which  annuitants  of  from  £20  to 
£100  per  annum  shall  be  provided 
against  any  loss  in  their  income,  thereby 
preventing  distress  and  embarrassment, 
by  increasing  their  poverty,  of  widows, 
many  with  children  to  support,  and  other 
poor  people  wholly  dependent  upon 
small  annuities  ? 

Thb  CHANOELLORof  thbEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschex)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  if  the 
hon.  Member  had  followed  the  course  of 
the  Bill  dealing  with  the  Conversion  of 
the  National  Debt,  he  would  have  seen 
that  all  that  could  be  done  had  been 
done  by  enabling  Trustees,  with  regard 
to  these  annuities,  to  vary  the  invest- 
ment, and  to  invest  in  the  proceeds  of 
such  Stock  as  was  liable  to  conversion 
into  Stocks  sanctioned  by  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  beyond  which  it  was  impos- 
sible to  go. 

LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1885— ADVANCES. 

Me.  YERBURGH  (Chester)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  state- 
ment in  T/is  Standard  oi  the  16th  instant, 
to  the  effect — 

"  That  of  the  £5,000,000  authorized  hy  Lord 
Ashhourne's  Act  to  ho  advanced  to  tenants  for 
the  purchase  of  their  holdings,  £4,500,000  had 
been  applied  for  up  to  the  end  of  February," 

is  correct ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment intend,  during  the  present 
Session,  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  promote 
the  further  operation  of  the  said  Act  ? 

Tee  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  amount  applied  for  up  to  the 
end  of  February  was  £4,700,000;  but 
that  includes  £390,000  which  was  re- 
Sir  Michael  Hieks-Beach 


fused.  The  amount  applied  for  and  not 
refused  is,  therefore,  something  under 
the  figure  stated  in  the  Question.  Of 
this,  however,  only  £3,680,000  has  as 
yet  been  actually  sanctioned ;  so  that  there 
remains  considerably  over  £1,000,000 
undisposed  of.  The  Government  are 
carefully  considering  the  question  as  to 
the  course  which  it  may  be  best  to  pur- 
sue in  these  circumstances. 

POST  OFFICE— ACCELERATION  OF 
MAILS  TO  THE  NORTH  OF  SCOTLAND. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Why  the  Post  Office 
pays  £2,500  a-year  for  an  acceleration 
of  the  down  London  day  mail  from 
Aberdeen  to  Keith,  where  there  is  a 
limited  population,  and  refuses  to  accele* 
rate  the  same  mail  from  Perth  to  the 
North,  embracing  a  district  of  seven 
counties,  containing  a  population  of 
nearly  400,000  people  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University):  The 
so-called  acceleration  of  the  down  Lon- 
don day  mail  from  Aberdeen  to  Keith 
consisted  chiefly  in  the  abolition  of  the 
interval  of  several  hours  which  pre- 
viously existed  between  the  arrival  of 
the  mail  train  from  the  South  at  Aber- 
deen and  the  despatch  Northward.  The 
new  arrangement,  while  effecting  this 
object  and  providing  for  an  earlier  de* 
livery  of  a  large  amount  of  correspond- 
ence, also  secured  a  convenient  through 
service  for  mails  from  Aberdeenshire  to 
the  North,  vid  Inverness.  The  case  of 
the  down  London  day  mail  from  Perth, 
on  the  Highland  Railway,  is  very  dif- 
ferent. There  is  no  undue  detention  at 
Perth  to  get  rid  of.  The  line  from  Perth 
to  Thurso  and  Wick  runs  for  several 
hundred  miles  through  sparsely-popu- 
lated districts  with  few  towns  of  any 
considerable  size  except  Inverness ;  and 
there  is  already  expended  on  the  con- 
veyance of  the  mails,  which  includes 
two  through  mails  a-day  in  each  direc- 
tion, so  large  a  payment  that  no  addi- 
tional expense  for  the  purpose  of  accele- 
rating either  service  will  be  warranted. 

POST  OFFICE— UNIFORMS  IN  LONDON 
AND  EDINBURGH, 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
RoUox)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  it  is  the  case  that  vests  are 
supplied  as  part  of  Post  Office  uniform 
to  flrst-dass  postmen  in  London,  whilst 
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vests,  at  one  time  supplied,  are  no  longer 
supplied  to  first-class  postmen  in  E(&n- 
burgh  ;  if  so,  what  is  the  reason  for  the 
discontinuance  of  that  article  of  oiothiog 
in  the  case  of  Edinburgh  ;  and,  whether, 
if  postmen  can  go  without  vests  in  Edin- 
burgh, they  cannot  equally  go  without 
them  in  London  ? 

Thb   postmaster    general 

(Mr.  Baikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
Vests  are  supplied  to  the  first-class  town 
postmen  in  London.  Vests  have  at  no 
time  been  supplied  to  postmen  in  Edin- 
burgh. Postmen  in  Edinburgh  are 
supplied  with  a  tunic  which  should 
always  be  worn  buttoned  ;  therefore,  the 
necessity  for  a  vest  does  not  exist.  Post- 
men in  London  are  supplied  with  an 
open  coat,  for  which  a  vest  is  needed ; 
hence  the  difference  between  the  two 
classes  of  uniform. 

BOYAL  IRISH  CONST  ABU  LA  RY— EXTRA 
POLICE  IN  COUNTY  CLARE. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Lreland,  Whether  Sergeant  Noble,  of 
the  Quinn  Police  Barrack,  County  Glare, 
has  been  looking  for  the  site  of  a  police 
hut,  wherein  extra  police  are  to  be  placed, 
within  sight  of  the  priest's  residence ; 
whether  the  regular  County  Force  con- 
sists of  549  men  and  nine  officers,  or 
about  one  to  every  280  of  the  population ; 
whether  this  Force  is  sufficient  to  carry 
out  the  law ;  and,  for  what  purpose  is  it 
proposed  to  quarter  extra  men  in  sight 
of  tne  priest's  house  ? 

Tub  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECBETABY  (Colonel  Kino-Habmjln) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  Sir,  I  am  informed  that  the  ser- 
geant referred  to  did  look  for  a  site  for  a 
police  hut  at  a  place  which  happens  to 
be  within  yiew  of  the  priest's  residence ; 
but  that  circumstance  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  its  selection.  The 
nominal  County  Force  consists  of  549 
men  and  nine  officers,  or  about  one  man 
to  erery  257  of  the  population.  The 
portion  of  the  Force  available  for  Quinn 
and  its  neighbourhood  has  recently  been 
obliged  to  be  frequently  strengthened 
by  sending  extra  police  there  to  suppress 
illeg^  meetings;  and  to  obviate  the 
neoessity  and  expense  of  sending  these 
men  the  Divisional  Magistrate  has  been 
oonsidering  the  question  of  quartering  a 
xeeenre  force  in  the  locality,  which  will 
h»  chargeable  therewith. 


Mb.  DILLON  :  Would  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  inform  the  House, 
whether  any  illegal  meetings  have  been 
held  in  that  district ;  and,  whether  any 
crime  or  outrage  has  recently  taken 
place  in  the  district  ? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  :  Hlegal 
meetings  have  been  held — or  are  re- 
ported to  have  been  held — in  the  dis- 
trict. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Do  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  say 
that  because  meetings  have  been  re- 
ported to  have  been  held  extra  police 
have  been  sent  in  ?  I  would  remind  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that 
he  stated  to  me  in  this  House,  only  a 
fortnight  ago,  that  these  reports  would 
not  be  accepted  as  evidence  that  the 
meetings  were  held. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  The  evi- 
dence we  have  is  statements  that  meet- 
ings have  been  held  ;  and  that  meetings 
will  be  held,  no  matter  whether  extra 
police  are  brought  in  or  not. 

EGYPT— THE  NEW  EGYPTIAN  LOAN. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  statement  in  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring's  last  Despatch  to  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury,  to  the  effect  that  the 
new  Egyptian  Loan  was  to  be  for 
£E5,000,000;  and,  whether  this  is  true; 
and,  if  so,  for  what  purposes  the  money 
is  required  ? 

The  under  SECRETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
Chester,  N.E.) :  The  exact  amount  of  the 
new  Loan,  as  has  been  already  stated, 
has  not  been  positively  settled,  so  far,  at 
least,  as  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
aware.  The  chief  objects  are  those 
already  explained — namely,  to  carry  out 
the  arrangement  made  with  the  ex- 
Khedive  and  his  family,  which  requires 
the  liberation  of  lands  pledged  insecurity 
for  the  Domains  Loan;  and,  secondly, 
to  liberate  lands  similarly  pledged  to  be 
granted  to  pensioners  in  commutation  of 
their  allowances.  It  will  depend  on  the 
amount  of  the  Loan  how  far  the  opera- 
tion of  converting  pensions  into  grants 
of  Domain  Land  is  carried.  As  such 
conversions  operate  to  the  relief  of  the 
Egyptian  Exchequer,  the  operation  is, 
from  a  financial  point  of  view,  sound 
and  desirable,  provided  the  Loan  can  be 
effected  on  advantageous  terms. 
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Mb.  DILLON:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  what  position  the  new 
Loan  will  hold  with  regard  to  the  Privi- 
leged Unified  Loan  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON :  The  new 
Loan  must  rank  after  the  old  one. 

POST  OFFICE— AUSTRALIAN  AND  CAPE 
LETTERS-OVERWEIGHT. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Has  his  attention  been  called  to  the  fact 
that,  if  any  letter  posted  for  Australia 
or  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  happens  to 
weigh  a  grain  over  half  an  ounce,  the 
charge  for  postage  is  doubled — that  is, 
from  Qd,  to  1«. ;  and,  has  he  any  inten- 
tion to  alter  this  Regulation,  or  consult 
with  the  Colonial  Govemments  on  the 
question  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  It  is 
quite  true  that  a  letter  exceeding  the 
prescribed  weight  allowed  for  a  single 
rate  of  postage  is  charged  an  additional 
postage  rate.  This  Rule  applies  gene- 
rally to  letters  for  all  parts  of  the  world, 
and  not  alone  to  Australia  and  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope.  Obviously,  a  limit  of 
weight  must  be  fixed  in  all  cases  ;  and 
I  have  no  intention,  as  at  present  ad- 
vised, of  proposing  any  exception  from 
the  practice  which  has  universally  ob- 
tained with  respect  to  this  matter. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— TUE  GRANTHAM  BOROUGH 
BENCH— HEAVY  SENTENCE. 

Mr.  CH ANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
(for  Mr.  Broadhurst)  (Nottingham,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  sentence  of 
seven  days'  hard  labour,  passed  by  the 
Grantham  Borough  Bench  upon  an  old 
man  of  73  years  of  age,  for  the  offence 
of  going  into  a  greengrocer's  shop  and 
bogging  for  an  onion  ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  can  consider  the  advisability  of 
mitigatinp^  this  sentence  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Maithews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
received  a  Eeport  from  the  convicting 
magistrate  on  this  case,  from  which  it 
appears  that  this  man  has  boon  well 
known  to  the  police  and  to  the  magis- 
trate personally  for  many  years  as  a 
regular  and  persistent  able  -  bodied 
beggar.    I  am  told  that  he  has  for  a 


long  time  been  a  noiflanoe  topaaseiigerB 
in  the  streets,  to  tradesmen,  and  espe- 
cially to  females.  Frequent  complaints  of 
his  conduct  have  been  made  to  the  police. 
He  gave  his  age  to  the  police  as  67, 
and  not  73.  Under  the  oiioamstanoee.  I 
cannot  advise  any  interference  with  the 
sentence. 

INDIA-THE  IRRAWADDY  FLOTILLA. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  he  will  consent  to  a 
Return  showing  the  amounts  paid  during 
the  past  three  years  by  the  Government 
of  India  to  the  Irrawaddy  Flotilla ;  and, 
in  what  respect,  under  what  conditions, 
and  for  what  services,  such  moneys  have 
been  paid  ? 

The  UNDER  SEOEETAET  op 
STATE  (Sir  John  Goest)  (Chatham): 
The  Secretary  of  State  will  consult  the 
Government  of  India  as  to  the  expe- 
diency of  having  such  a  Return  pre- 
pared. It  would  take  some  time,  as  the 
information  would  have  to  be  procured 
from  Burmah.  The  moneys  are  paid 
under  contract  with  the  Company  for 
the  conveyance  of  mails,  troops,  stores, 
prisoners,  police,  &c. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  inquired,  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware 
that  great  dissatisfaction  was  expressed 
in  Burmah  and  India  as  to  the  amounts 
received  by  the  Company  ? 

Sir  JOHN  GORST:  No;  I  cannot 
admit  that  fact. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROOEDURB 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— CONVICTIONS 
AT  BALLINAMORE  BRIDGE. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  case  of  Messrs. 
Ferguson  and  Finlay,  who  were  prose- 
cuted at  the  late  Potty  Sessions  at 
Ballinamore  Bridge,  under  the  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  for 
speaking  at  a  meeting  held  at  New- 
bridge, and  the  latter  gentleman  con- 
victed on  the  evidence  of  constables  who 
took  no  notes  at  the  meeting ;  whether 
a  car  driver  who  refused  to  carry  police, 
not  having  been  employed  for  the  pur- 
pose, was  prevented  for  some  time  from 
going  home  by  Mr.  Purcell,  R.M.,  and 
his  horse  and  car  forcibly  seized ;  under 
what  statute  Mr.  Pargell  acted  in  having 
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him  detained ;  whether,  in  the  disturh-  expiration  of  the  first  remand,  stated  in 

anoe  which  took  place  in  consequence  of  his  letter  that  if  the  bail  were  refused 

the  action  of  the  police,  several  parties  the  Queen's  Bench  would  interfere ;  but 

were  arrested ;  whether  the  prisoners  he  does  not  appear  to  have  brought  the 

were  assaulted  by  the  police  on  their  way  matter  before  that  Court.  The  prisoners 

to  and  while  in  ihe  barrack  in  custody  ;  will  have  been   detained  a   month  in 

whether  Mr.  Puroell  refused  substantial  custody,  if  not  discharged  before  next 

bail  for  the  appearance  of  the  prisoners,  Petty  Sessions  at  Ballinamore. 

both  on  that  occasion  and  after  two  sub-  Mr.  HAYDEN  :  Does  the  right  hon. 

sequent    remands ;    and,  whether    the  and  gallant  Gentleman  deny  that   the 

prisoners  will  have    been    detained  a  prisoners  were  assaulted  after  arrest  by 

month  in  custody  before  the  date  of  the  the  police  in  the  barrack  ? 

monthly  Petty  Sessions  ?  Colonel  KING-HAKMAN  :   I  have 

Thb  PAELIAMENTARY  under  no  information  to  the  efiPect  that  they 

SEORETABY  (Colonel  Kinq-Haemjln)  were.      I  know  that  the  police   were 

(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied)  violently  assaulted  before. 
said :  The  prosecutions  referred  to  were 

for  speeches  urging  the  people  to  enter  NAVY— H.M.S.  "  HERO." 

into  an  unlawful  conspiracy.     Finlay  ^^    LEATHAM  BRIGHT   (Stoke- 

was  convicted  on  the  evidence  of  the  upon-Trent)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 

pohoe,  who  had  noted  the  proceedings  Admiralty,   Whether  the  Government 

immediately  after  the  meeting  at  which  ^^  aware  that  iron  girders  have  been 

he  spoke.    As  regards  the  car  driver,  j^^^^  ^^^^^  ^^^  ^^  f^^^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^  ^^^ 

he  had  been  employed  by  Mr   Beckett,  ^^^      ^            ^^  strengthening    them; 

one  of  the    Resident  Magistrates,    to  whether  these  girders  have  betn  placed 

w>nvey    him  between  Ballinasloe  and  in  position  by  the  responsible  engineers 

BaUmanoiore ;    but  he  refused  to  drive  ^^  ^^^  Government ;  and  who  is  to  bear 

bim  back  to  Ballinasloe,  as  the  Resident  ^y^^  ^^           ^^  ^^^  alteration  ? 

Magistrate  wished  to  have  a  constable  The  fI^^ST  LORD  (Lord    Geobqb 

a^mpanying  him      Mr.  Beckett  was,  Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  Ealing)  :  Some 

therefore,  obliged  to  proceed  by  another  ^^^^^  additional  strengthening  braxjkets 

car.   along  with  the  Sessional  Crown  have  been  fitted  to  the  engine  bearers  of 

Solicitor,  who  had  conducted  the  prose-  ^^^  ^^^^     g^j^          ^  ^^  ^^^  l^^ll  3^^^. 

cution.^    The    demeanour    of    the   car  ^        ^^      were  fitted  in  place  by  the 

driver  m  question  was  offensive  and  de-  Dockyard ;   and  as  all  work  on  engine 

fiant ;  and  Mr.  Puroell  did  not  consider  ^^^^/^g^   including  these  additions,  is 

it    advisable    to  allow  him  to  follow  ^^^gj^^  ^j^^  ^^  .^3  contract,  the  expense 

immediately  after  the  two  gentlemen  is  borne  by  the  Admiralty. 
named,  as  his  doing  so  would  have  led 

to  a  hostile  demonstration  and  a  breach      

S  Jho^,  aa  at  the  time  a  great  many  THE  PARKS  {METROPOLIS)-THE  LAKE 

people  were  about.    Mr.  Purcell  accor-  IN  BATTERSEA  PARK. 

dingly    detained    him    for    about     15  Mr.    0,   V.    MORGAN    (Battersea) 

minutes.     He  did  so  by  virtue  of  his  asked  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Knuts- 

office  as  a  magistrate,  and  to  prevent  a  ford  Division  of  Cheshire,  Whether  he 

breach  of  the  peace.     A  policeman  who  is  aware  that  the  Lake   in   Battersea 

fot  upon  the  car  was  savagely  attacked  Park  is  in  a  foul  and  dangerous  state, 

y  a  number  of  men  with  sticks  and  and  contains  19  inches  of  silt  and  mud; 

severely    injured.     Other    members  of  and,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 

the    constabulary    were     struck     with  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  to  remedy 

stones,  and  otherwise  assaulted.      For  the  evil  without  delay  ? 

these  assaults  four  men  were  arrested  Mb.  TATTON  EGERTON  (Cheshire, 

and  remanded  for  a  week  to  Galway  Knutsford)^    in  reply,    said,    that  the 

Kison.    There  does  not  appear  to  be  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  was  aware 

any  STOund  for  the  allegation  of  an  of  the  bad  condition  of  the  Lake ;  and 

assaoit  by  the  police.    The  attack  upon  measures  would  be  immediately  taken 

die  police  was  wanton  and  unprovoked,  by  the  Board  to  clear  away  the  deposit 

The  Acsident  Magistrate  did  refuse  bail,  from  the  bottom  of  the  Lake,  and  to 

The   prisoner's    solicitor,     in    making  restore  the  piece  of  Ornamental  Water 

application  for  a  consent  to  bail  on  the  to  a  good  condition, 

YOL.  OOOXXIV.    [thibd  sebies.]  C 
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TORQUAY  HARBOUR  AND  m^^^^^^        fot  CTc^^se^^^^^^^^ 
ACT,  18«G-TIIE  S ALVATlOxN  ARMY.       j^^t^^tion  of  the  GoTemment.  during  tbe 
Mb.  JAMES  STLFAKT  (Sboreditcli,    present  Session,  to  bring  in  a  Bill  deaHng 
Iloxton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  he 
has  received  a  statement,  signed  by  500 
ratepayers  of  Torquay,  as  follows  : — 

*«  That  wo  have  known  the  Salvation  Army  to 
conduct  marches  with  music  through  the  streets 
of  our  town  on  Sundays  and  week  days,  ever 


with  Clubs  in  which  intoxicating  liquors 
are  sold,  with  a  view  to  dimiaishiDg 
their  number,  and  placing  them  under 
the  like  restrictions  and  charges  at 
public  houses  ? 

The    president    (Mr.    Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,   St.   George's) :   Tbe 


since  the  commencement  of  their  services  heresy  jg    ^^^  ^    ^^^   ^j^    g 

years  airo  ;  that  we  did  not  know  that  it  was  pro-  A,    ,         r      u-  i.  i   •    i.   •       -.    •   ^i 

L>sed  to  insert  in  the  Torquay  Harbour  and  l)is.  I  Ciubs,  of  which  complaint  18  SO  JUStlj 

trict  Act,  1836,  any  clause  prohibiting  such  '  made,  without  unduly  interfering  with 

marches,  and  that  such  clause  only  came  to  our  •  the  bond  fide  Cl:ib.  It  is  a  very  important 
knowledge  after  the  passing  of  the  Act ;  that  it  is  |  question';  but  it  is  also  one  very  difficolt 

not  our  wish  that  any  member  of  the  Salvation  ^  solution.     As  my   hon.   and  learned 

Army  should  bo  fined  or  impruoned  for  taking  "'^ /"^*"Y  T*     r<  ««x»  a«»»*»i,« 

part  in  such  processions ; "  Friend  knows,  theGovernment  has  been 

J      1.1       I  ^A  \  r.  «««^«««^  *^  considering  the  matter,  and  is  still  con- 

and,  whether  he  would  be  prepared  to      .^^,.  ^  .?.  „^^  t  „t,  *ii  v.^  ^^^  ^i.^i 

consider  the  advisability  of  a  Standing  .«'^^"°^./*'  '^^^  ^  «^^^*  ^^  veij  glad, 

Order  relating  to  Private  Bills  which  >^deed,  if  we  can  see  any  wayof  Je^ 
should  require  that  auj  Bill  containing 

Y^^^'y   S'A"'?*  ?,?"l'^   ^*'"   **'*   ^°^  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  BILL  (ENOLANB 
J^SeS^I?^!  op  state  (^r.        ^l^T^^,-^^,,  METEOPOLITAK 

ST?  iSenf  rth!'ekect'd;!  ^,  B.ko.  DIMSDALE  (H.rt,  HitcWn) 

scribed  in  the  Question.  The  hon.  Mom-  (f°'  ^r.  Kenton)  (Denbigh,  &c.)  wked 

ber  is,  doubtless,  awaro  that  by  Standing  t^«  ^T   T'^i  State  for  the  Home 

Order  173a  Committees  of  this  House  Department,  Whether,  m  yiew  of  the 

are  required  to  bring  clauses  of   this  P'oposals  made  by  the  President  of  the 

kind    to  the  notice  of  the  House  by  ^"""l  Government  Board,  which  may 

speciaUy  reporting  upon  them ;  and  by  ^'^\  t'llPo^t'on  of  the  Metropohtan 

Standing  Order  33a,  passed  last  year  at  ^°"^  °f  T°'^^  "  "  ^\  intention  of 

the  instance  of    my  hon.  Frieid  the  Hor  Majesty's  Government  to  persOTere 

Under  Secretary  (Mr.  Stuart-AVortloy),  ^'.'K*"  appointment  of  a  Royal  Oom- 

Bills  proposing  to  create-  "1««'°^ ' ,?°?;  ,^'^«t*"«  "^y  f^?^  »»>1^ 

*^    *^       °  ,  o    .        T>  taken  to  limit  the  powers  of  the  Board, 

;:  Powers  relating  to  Polico  or  Sanitarj  Regu-  ^^  interim,  as  regards  their  expenditure 

lations  which  deviate  from  or  arc  repugnant  to  '  °   •         x   o         *^ 

the  general  laws."  On  sewerage  experiments  ? 

l        .    u    /      '.  A    ..X.    u        nm  The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 

have  to  be  deposited  at  the  Home  Office.  Matthews)    (Birmingham,    E.) :     Yes, 

In  the  case  of  the  Torquay  Bill,  1886,  g;      certainly.     The  Government  were 

the  Home   Office  reported   against  the  ^waro  of  these  proposals  when  thej  as- 

clause  in  question,  on  the  ground  that  it  g^j^tcd  to  the  appointment  of  a  Eoyal 

^*^  Commission  to  inquire    into   the  past 

"  A  question  for  general  legislation  and  should  working  of  the  Board.  The  Gt)vernmenfc 
be  struck  out."  ^j.^  ^q^  Ijj  possession  of  any  information 
I  do  not  see  that  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  to  justify  their  interference  with  the 
Member  would  add  much  to  these  progress  of  any  works  now  being  under- 
existing  safeguards ;  but  if  he  will  place  taken  by  the  Board, 
on  the  Paper  such  a  Standing  Order  as  Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUKOHILL 
he  suggests,  I  shall  be  glad  to  consult  (Paddington,  8.)  asked,  if  the  right 
with  the  Authorities  of  the  House  as  to  hon.  Gentleman  would  state  the  names 
the  propriety  of  its  passing.  of  the  Commissioners  the  Government 

proposed  to  appoint,  and  when  the  Bill 

THE  LICENSIxXG  LAWS-CLUBS.  ^ould  be  introduced  into  the  House ;  or, 

Mr.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne)  if  be  could  not  answer  the  Questions 

asked  the  President  of  the  Local  Qt)vem-  now,  when  would  he  be  able  to  do  lo  ? 

ment  Board,  Whether,  having  regard  to  He  would  remind  the  right  hon.  G(entle« 
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man  that  five  weeks  or  more  had  elapsed  I 
aince  the  promise  of  the  Govern  meat  was 
made. 

Mb.  MATTHEWS :  In  answer  to  my 
noble  Friend,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
Oommissioners  have  been  appointed. 
They  are  Lord  HerBchell,  who  presides 
over  the  Oommission,  a  well-known  and 
eminent  Queen's  Counsel;  Mr.  Bosan- 
qnet;  and  a  Director  of  the  Bank  of 
England,  Mr.  Henry  Grenfell.  Instruc- 
tiona  have  been  given  for  drafting  the 
Bill  to  constitute  the  Commission,  and  it 
will  be  brought  forward  with  as  little 
delj  as  possible. 

Mb.  firth  (Dundee)  asked,  whe- 
ther the  inquiry  respecting  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  would  be 
retrospective  ? 

Mn.  MATTHEWS  said,  his  recollec- 
tion was  that  the  Eeferenoo  to  the 
Commission  was  precisely  in  the  terms 
of  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill) — an  inquiry  **into 
the  wording  "  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works.  He  understood  that  would 
inolnde  the  whole  of  the  working  from 
the  beginning;  but  he  assumed  the 
Oommissioners  would  exercise  some  dis- 
•retion  as  to  the  manner  in  which  they 
would  conduct  the  inquiry. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— THE  FRENCH 
protectorate  over  SENEGAL,  &c. 

8iB  WILLIAM  HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester,  N.W.)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
can  oommnnicate  any  information  rela- 
tive to  the  Protectorate,  which  it  is 
reported  the  French  Governor  of 
S«iegal  has  established,  and  also  re- 
lattve  to  the  rule  which  he  is  endea- 
Tonring  to  administer  over  a  part  of  the 
Gambia  Territories,  which  for  many 
jeara  have  formed  part  of  the  British 
Dependencies  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Africa ;  and,  what  steps  Her  Majesty's 
Gfovemment  is  taking  to  obtain  the 
withdrawal  of  French  troops  and  the 
restoration  of  British  influence  in  these 
territories? 

td    undee    secretary    of 

STATE  (Sir  James  Febqusson)  (Man- 
ehester,  N'.E.) :  The  French  have  not 
ibrnudlj  declared  any  Protectorate  in  the 
manner  stated  in  the  Question,  but  have 
latehr  advanced  into  territories  bordering 
on  the  Biver  Gambia.  They  have,  how- 
ever, eheeked  their  progress  in  deference 


to  representations  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  with  a  view  to  friendly 
discussion  of  the  question  of  boundaries 
and  of  spheres  of  influence. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  —  ASSAULTS  ON 
CHILDREN  —  SENTENCE  ON  ANN 
GUTHRIE. 

Mk.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  case  of  Ann 
Guthrie,  charged  before  the  magistrates 
at  the  City  Police  Court,  at  Liverpool, 
on  Eriday  last,  with  assaulting  Mary 
Conroy,  aged  1 3  years ;  whether  it  was 
proved  that  Guthrie,  after  repeated  as- 
saults, had  finally  broken  the  child's 
arm  by  kicking;  whether  the  magis- 
trates informed  Guthrie  that  she  was 
liable  to  six  months'  imprisonment,  but 
afterwards  permitted  her  to  leave  the 
Court  on  paying  a  compensation  of  £5  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to 
secure  the  better  protection  of  children 
from  savage  assaults  resulting  in  serious 
physical  injuries,  by  insuring  that  those 
guilty  of  such  assaults  shall  be  ade- 
quately punished  ? 

The  SECKETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
received  a  Report  from  the  Justices  on 
this  case,  who  inform  me  that,  although 
the  woman  had  struck  the  child  re- 
peatedly with  a  boot,  it  was  not  proved 
to  their  satisfaction  that  the  child's  arm 
had  been  broken  by  kicking.  A  lodger 
in  defendant's  house  stated  that  he  had 
not  on  any  previous  occasion  known  the 
woman  to  ill-use  the  child,  who  appeared 
to  be  habitually  well  treated.  The  de- 
fendant expressed  regret  that  she  had 
lost  her  temper  on  the^  occasion  in  ques- 
tion. It  is  true  that  the  defendant  was 
informed  by  the  magistrates  that  she 
had  rendered  herself  liable  to  six 
months'  imprisonment ;  but  as  the  in- 
jury seemed  to  them  one  for  which  the 
girl  ought  to  receive  compensation,  and 
as  in  case  of  conviction  she  would  be 
debarred  from  enforcing  any  such  claim, 
they  deemed  it  best  in  her  interest  to 
allow  the  summons  to  be  withdrawn  on 
payment  of  £5  (to  be  invested  in  the 
girl's  name  in  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank)  and  £1  U.  costs.  The  hon. 
Member  is  aware  that  I  cannot  increase 
the  punishment  imposed  by  magistrates 
in  the  exercise  of  the  discretion  which 
the  law  allows  thorn. 
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district  round  Liverpool,  of  late  years 
the  gangs  of  marauders  had  increased 
in  number  and  in  lawlessness,  and  he 
dated  this  increase  from  the  time  Sir 
William  Harcourt  occupied  the  Home 
Office.  It  was  not  owing  alone  or  so 
much  to  his  speeches  at  the  time  of 
passing  the  Hares  and  Babbits  Bill, 
though  those,  no  doubt,  had  contributed 
to  this  result;  but  the  encouragement 
to  lawlessness  and  violence  which  he 
and  his  Friends  had  given  in  Ireland 
had  had  their  bad  efifects  in  this  country 

also. 

The  paymaster  GENEEAL 
(Earl  BiiowNLow) :  The  Government 
have  received  a  Report  from  the  Chief 
Constable  of  Cheshire,  from  which 
it  appears  that  these  two  police  officers 
received  very  serious  injuries  while  en- 
deavouring to  arrest  a  gang  of  men  who 
were  stealing  geese  on  the  night  of  No- 
vember 5,  1887.  The  policemen  appear 
to  have  displayed  great  courage  and 
British  pluck  in  the  encounter  which 
took  place,  and  I  have  great  pleasure  in 
bearing  testimony  to  their  bravery.  At 
the  same  time,  I  must  point  out  that  it 
is  for  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions,  and 
not  for  the  Government,  to  take  such 
steps  as  they  think  proper  to  secure  re- 
ward or  compensation  to  members  of 
the  County  Police  Force,  where,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  Court,  special  gallantry 
has  been  displayed  or  serious  injuries 
received  in  the  discharge  of  their  ordi- 
nary duties. 

HIGH  SHERIFFS, 

MOTION  FOR  A   SELECT   COMMITTEE. 

Moved,  "That  a  Select  Committee  bo  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  mode  of  appoint- 
ment, tho  duties,  and  the  obligations  of  the 
high  sheriffs  of  counties,  and  to  report.**— ( TA^ 
Earl  of  Camperdown.) 

The  lord  PRESIDENT  of  tub 
(yOUNCIL  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  said, 
he  had  great  pleasure  in  acceding  to 
the  Motion  on  the  part  of  the  Qovern- 
ment. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

PRIVATE   IJILL   LEGISLATION. 

Joint  Committee  with  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  Commons  appointed  to  examine  into 
the  present  system  of  Private  Bill  legislation,  and 
to  report  how  far  and  in  what  manner,  without 
prejudice  to  public  interests,  that  system  may 
be  modified  with  a  view  to  the  interests  of 
suitors,  the  economy  of  the  time  of  Parliament, 
and  tho  reduction  of  costs  and  charges :  Tho 
Lords  following  were  named  of  the  Committee : 

Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley 


E.  Bathurst.  L.  Oolville  of  OolroH* 

L.  Balfour  of  Barley.    L.  Stalbridgo. 
L.  Monk  Bretton.        L.  Kmningtoau 

Ordered,  That  snoh  Oommittee  have  power 
to  ag^ee  with  the  Committee  of  the  Oommoni 
in  the  appointment  of  a  chairman. 

POOR  LAW  RBUBF. 

Select  Committee  on :  The  Lords  following 
were  named  of  the  Committee : 

L.  Abp.  Canterbury.  Y.   Gordon  (£.  Ahir» 

E.  Spencer.  deen), 

E.  Milltown.  L.  Balfour. 

E.  Onslow.  L,  Hopetoon  {S,  Sopi* 

E.  Strafford.  toun), 

E.  Eimborley.  L.  Thring. 

The  Committee  to  meet  To-mwrovo  at  Three 
o'clock,  and  to  appoint  their  own  Chairman. 

NATIONAL  DEBT   (CONVERSION)   BILL. 

Head  1* ;  to  be  printed  ;  and  to  be  read  2* 
To-morrow ;  and  Standing  Order  No.  XXXY- 
to  bo  considered  in  order  to  its  being  diapeoeed 
with.— ( The  Ifargtiess  of  SalUbHry.)    (No.  49.) 

Ilouse  adjourned  at  a  qnarter  part  Six 
o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

part  Ten  o*olock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
TJiursday,  22nd  Ilarch,  1888. 


MINUTES.]-New  Member  Swobn— Henry 
John  Brinsley  Manners,  commonly  called 
Marquess  of  Granby,  for  the  County  ol 
Leicester  (Eastern  or  Melton  Division). 

Select  Committee — Emig^tion  and  Immigra- 
tion (Foreigners) ;  Mr.  Cromer  and  Mr. 
Samuel  Hoare  added. 

Public  BiLW—Eetolution  in  CbiiiMi^^— Cus- 
toms, Isle  of  Man — &.p. 

Ordered— First  EeadingSecondsaj  Edacation 
(Scotland)  •  [187];  Legal  Proceedings  (Re- 
ports) *  [188] ;  Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland) 
Act,  1878,  Amendment*  [189]. 

Second  Heading— Cnminal  Evidence*  [1321; 
Statute  Law  Revision  *  [186] ;  Mortmain 
and  Charitable  Uses  *[174];  Westminster 
Abbey  •  [165],  debate  adjourned. 

Committee- Report^ Krmy  (Annual)  •  1179], 

Third  ift-a^/i?^— Consolidated  Fond  (No.  !)•; 
National  Debt  (Conversion)*  [164],  and 
passed. 

Withdrawn  —  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Act  (1887) 
Amendment  (Arrears  of  Rent)  •  [147]  ;  Rail- 
way Regulation  •  [84  J. 

Q  UE  RTIONa. 


MUNICIPAL  TOLLS  ON  GRAIN— CORPO- 
RATION OF  GUILDFORD. 

Mr.  ho  WAED  VINOEIW:  (Sheffield, 
Central)  asliiod   the    IVeaident  of  the 


il        Admnisiraiion  of  (Maroh  22,  1888}  Justine  (Jtrelani). 

Board  of  Trade,  If  it  is  a  fact  that  the 
Corporation  of  Guildford  levies  a  toll  on 
all  wheat  and  other  grain,  whether 
British  grown  or  foreign,  brought  into 
the  municipal  market  for  sale ;  to  what 
purposes  the  proceeds  are  devoted;  if 
any  complaint,  bj  either  producers, 
middlemen,  or  local  consumers,  has  been 
received  upon  the  subject ;  and,  if  there 
are  any  other  City,  Borongh,  or  Har- 
bour Authorities  in  the  United  King- 
dom, besides  the  Corporation  of  London, 
who,  being  duly  empowered  by  law, 
levy  a  duty  upon  imports  of  grain  into 
the  locality  under  their  jurisdiction  for 
local  purposes  ? 

The  president  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  With  re- 
gard to  the  first  part  of  the  Question, 
the  Town  Clerk  of  Guildford  informs  the 
Board  of  Trade  that  a  toll  is  taken,  not 
on  all  wheat  and  other  grain  brought 
into  the  market  at  Guildford,  but  onlv 
on  all  wheat  sold  in  the  market.  This 
toll  is  one  pint  per  sack ;  and  the  corn 
taken  as  toll  is  ultimately  sold,  and  the 
proceeds  paid  into  the  Treasurer  of  the 
Borough  to  the  credit  of  the  Borough 
Fund — that  is.  the  proceeds  are  devoted 
in  aid  of  the  borough  rate.  No  com- 
plaint has,  to  the  Town  Clerk's  know- 
ledge, been  made  to  the  Corporation  by 
either  producers,  middlemen,  or  local 
consumers  on  the  subject  of  this  toll. 
With  regard  to  the  latter  part  of  the 
Question — namely,  as  to  whether  duties 
on  grain  brought  into  a  particular 
locality  are  levied  by  other  City,  Borough, 
or  Harbour  Authorities  in  the  country — 
the  Board  of  Trade  are  aware  that  such 
duties  are  levied  by  some  Harbour 
Authorities,  and  they  believe  they  are 
levied  by  other  City  and  Borough 
Authorities  as  regards  articles  brought 
into  markets  ;  but  they  have  no  official 
information  in  detail  as  to  what  is  done 
by  cities  and  boroughs.  As  the  hon. 
Member  is  aware,  a  Boyal  Commission 
is  now  inquiring  as  to  market  rights  and 
tolls. 

BRITISH  INDIA— ANNEXATION  OF 
TEKUITORY. 

Mb.  SLAQG  (Burnley)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  he  will  provide,  for  the  use  of 
hon.  Members  of  this  House,  a  map 
ahowing  the  additions  that  have  been 
made  to  the  territory  of  British  India 
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since  1870,  by  annexation  and  other- 
wise; and  providing  references  to  the 
various  Treaties,  arrangements,  and 
Proclamations  under  which  those  addi- 
tions have  been  efifected  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Goest)  (Chatham)  : 
The  only  additions  of  any  importance 
made  to  the  territory  of  British  India 
since  1870  are  Upper  Burmah  and  the 
districts  on  the  North-  Western  Frontier. 
There  may  have  been  trifling  rectifica- 
tions of  frontier  elsewhere,  by  exchange 
with  Native  States,  as  to  which  no  cer- 
tain information  could  be  given  without 
reference  to  India.  A  map  will  be  pre- 
pared and  laid  upon  the  Table  showing 
the  districts  added  last  year  on  the 
North- Western  Frontier,  with  the  re- 
ferences asked  for.  But  it  is  impossible 
to  do  the  same  thing  in  reference  to 
Upper  Burmah,  as  the  frontier  still  re- 
mains to  be  marked  out  by  the  Commis- 
sion agreed  to  in  the  Convention  with 
China  of  1886. 

ADMINISTRATION  OF  JUSTICE  (IRE- 
LAND) —  MR.  WATERS,  COUNTY 
COURT  JUDGE  OF  WATERFORD,  &c. 

Captain  M*CALM0NT  (Antrim,  E.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  the  at- 
tention of  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ire- 
land has  been  drawn  to  the  numerous 
instances  in  which  the  decisions  of  Mr. 
Waters,  County  Court  Judge  for  the 
Counties  of  Waterford,  Leitrim,  and 
Cavan,  in  the  exercise  of  the  discre- 
tionary jurisdiction  entrusted  to  Chair- 
men of  Quarter  Sessions  by  the  Land 
Act  of  1887,  have  been  reversed  by  Mr. 
Justice  Andrews  at  the  County  Cavan 
Spring  Assizes;  and,  whether  he  has  any 
power  of  providing  for  the  consistent 
administration  of  justice  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kikg-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  County  Court  Judges  hold  during 
good  behaviour,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor 
has  no  jurisdiction  to  interfere  with  them 
in  the  exercise  of  their  judicial  discre- 
tion. All  suitors  dissatisfied  with  the 
decisions  of  a  County  Court  Judge  in 
Civil  cases  can  appeal  to  the  Judge  of 
Assize,  a  right  which  appears  to  have 
been  availed  of  in  the  instances  referred 
to. 
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tbe  Hojal  OomnuBsion  on  tha  Honsing 

of  the  Workiag  Classes,  that  this  site 

iihould  be  used  for  "  vorkmen's  dwell- 

igs  and  for  open  spaoes  connected thsre- 


CHILDREN'S    DANGEROUS    PERFORM- 
ANCES   ACT,     187S— EXUIBITION    IN 
THE  METKOPOLIS. 
Me.  ho  WAED  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 

Central)  naked  the  Secretarj  of  Stftto 
for  the  Home  Department,  having  re- 
gard to  the  public  oxhibitloas  of  young 
children  in  acrobatic  and  other  perform - 
ouceB  apparently  dnngoroua  to  the  life 
and  limbs  of  children  now  taking  place 
itt  the  Metropolis,  If  it  ia  the  duty  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police,  or  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works,  or  of  what 
other  Public  Authority,  to  take  action, 
where  neoossary,  under  the  provisions  of 
"  The  Children's  Dangerous  Perform- 
aooea  Act,  1879  ?  " 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E,) :  The 
Statute  referred  to  does  not  give  the 
power,  or  impose  the  duty,  of  taking 
action  upon  tho  police  or  the  Metropoli- 
tan Board  of  Works  or  any  Public 
Authority,  Tho  Act  leaves  it  open  to 
any  person,  or  Society,  to  initiate  a  pro 
Bocution  in  a  proper  case.  I  undoretam: 
that  there  is  B  Society  which  has  ooca- 
aionally  taken  proceedings  under  this 
Act. 


irith  "  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Uatthewh)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes, 
Sir;  it  is  intended  to  discontinne  the 
jse  of  Millbank  Penitentiary  in  the 
oourse  of  the  present  year.  I  can  assure 
my  hoD.  Friend  that  the  GoverDmont 
will  endeavour  to  give  effect  to  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Royal  Oommia- 
aioners  on  this  bead,  so  far  Bs  they  can 
consistently  with  tho  provisionB  of  the 
Housing  of  the  Working  Glaesea  Act, 
1885. 


IRISH      LAND      COMMISSION  —  FAIR 

RENTS-aUB-C03ISIISSI0N     IN    LON- 
DONDERBY. 


Mk.  LEA  (Londonderry,  S.)  asked  thb  I     .        , 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant    If^^rrea  to 


LAW      AND      JUSTICE     (IRELAND)  — 

JOHN     CLARKE      AND    WIFE,    PHI- 

SONEHS   IN   8LIG0  GAOL. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 

asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Is  it  true  that 

John  Clarke,    of   Cornakelly,    County 

Longford,  and  his  wife  are  at  present 

doretand  '  undergoing  a  term  of  imprisonment  in 

""  Sligo  (Jaol ;  when,  and  by  whom,  were 

they  committed  ;  what  is  their  offence ; 

and,  how  long  are  they  to  be  kept  in 

prison  ? 

Tub  PARLIAMENTARY  TTNDEK 

SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kiho-Hamiam) 

(i£ent,    Isle   of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 

that  the  prisoners 


of  Ireland,  How  soon  a  Sub-Commission 


They  i 


istody  in  Sligo  Oaol. 
)  committed  on  the  23rd    of 


oi  iroiBiiu,  now  soon  o  ouu-ijommisBlun      .      -     ,     ,  „„-     i.  a  r   tu^   T^^A 

will  .ili»  the  Counly  of  LondoEd.rry  to  I  ^°f  "»■'«»'■.  J?  »?>«.?'  >^'J^''^ 
W  application.  for\  fair  ,0.1  u/do.  ',  L»fe.'''L'S?.'!;'°L'!".S!  ^.TT™ 
the  provisions  of  tho  Land  Act  of  last 


year? 

The  PARLIA5IENTARY  UNDEE 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kiko-Harman; 

(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  Land  Commissioners  inform 
me  that  they  have  not  fixed  the  date  for 
the  next  sitting  of  a  Sub- Commission  in 
tho  County  Londonderry. 

HOUSING  OF  THE  WORKING  CLASSES 
— MIl.LliANK  I'ENITENTIAltY. 
Mb.  WHITMORE  (Ofielsen)  askeo 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether,  nnd  when,  it  is 
intended  to  remove  Millbank  Peniton- 
tiarv  from  its  present  site  ;  and,  whether, 
in  me  event  of  its  removal,  the  Govern- 
ment will  endeavour  to  give  effect  to  the 
suggestion  contained  in  the  Report  of 


of  their  holding  after  they  had  been 
evicted  by  the  Sheriff  of  Longford. 
They  will  bo  leleaeed  at  the  expiration 
of  1 2  months  from  the  date  of  their  con- 
viction, or  on  payment  of  the  rent  and 
costs. 

Ma.  T.  M.  HE&LY  :  Does  the  order 
of  committal  prescribe  their  release  on 
payment  of  the  tent  and  costs? 

Coloxel  KING-HARMAN:  loan- 
not  say. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  Will  the  right 
lion,  and  gallant  Gentleman  repeat  that 
portion  of  his  answer  which  gave  the 
payment  of  the  rent  and  costs  as  a  con- 
dition precedent  to  the  release? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  They 
are  committed  for  contempt  of  Court. 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Will  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  repeat  the 
latter  part  of  his  answer  ? 


25 


ffarhaurs 


{Maboh  22|  1888} 


of  Rfifuffe, 


26 


Colonel  KINO-HARMAN ;  I  stated 
that  they  would  be  released  in  12 
months,  or  on  payment  of  the  rent  and 
costs  dtie 

Mr.  t!  M.  HEALY  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  state  what 
is  the  ransom  which  will  procure  their 
release  r 

Colonel KING-HARMAN  :  No,  Sir; 
certainly  not,  without  Notice. 

BANKRUPTCY  ACT,  1883— DEPUTY 
OFFICIAL  RECEIVERS. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  fact  that 
the  powers  to  appoint  Deputy  Official 
Receivers  are  limited  by  *'  The  Bank- 
ruptcy Act,  1883,"  to  a  period  not  ex- 
ceeding two  months,  and  that  such  ap- 
pointments were  intended  to  be  tem- 
porary only,  he  will  state  for  what  period 
or  periods  a  deputy,  and  who,  has  been 
appointed  for  the  Official  Receiver  for 
Gmldford;  and,  what  steps  are  taken 
by  the  Board  of  Trade  before  they 
nominate  a  deputy  to  satisfy  themselves 
tliat  he  is  a  fit  person  ? 

The  president  (Sir  Michael 
BD[CK8-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W.):  There  is 
at  present  no  Deputy  Official  Receiver 
at  Guildford ;  but  the  Board  of  Trade 
have,  from  time  to  time,  appointed  Mr. 
Britten,  the  Chief  Clerk  of  the  Official 
Heceiver,  to  act  as  deputy  during  his 
temporary  absence,  as  provided  by  the 
BanKruptcy  Act.  In  no  case  has  such 
appointment  exceeded  the  period  of  two 
months  specified  by  the  Act.  Before 
any  Ruch  authority  is  granted  the  Board 
of  Trade  invariably  require  a  Report 
upon  the  qualifications  of  the  Official 
Heceiver's  nominee. 

IRISH    LAND    COMMISSION— SUB-COM. 
MISSION  IN  MONAGHAN. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  SO 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieatenant  of  Ireland,  Whea  a  Sub 
Commission  Court  sat  under  the  Land 
Act  in  Monaghan ;  whether  he  is  aware 
that  a  large  number  of  tenants  served 
originating  notices  before  November 
last,  and  that,  although  entitled  to  a 
reduced  rent  if  decreed  by  the  Court, 
they  are  being  called  upon  to  pay  the 
fall  year's  rent;  and,  if  he  will  take 
steps  to  expedite  the  settlement  of  these 
cases? 


Mr.  p.  O'BRIEN  (Monaghan,  N.) 
also  asked,  when  the  Land  Sub-Com- 
mission will  sit  in  Clones,  County 
Monaghan  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Land  Commissioners  inform 
me  that  a  Sub-Commission  sat  in  the 
County  Monaghan  during  the  months  of 
October,  November,  and  December  last. 
No  date  has  yet  been  fixed  for  the  next 
sitting.  It  appears  that  on  one  estate 
in  the  county  a  number  of  tenants  served 
originating  notices  before  November 
last,  and  have  been  called  upon  to  pay 
the  full  year's  rent ;  but  that,  pending 
the  decision  of  the  Court,  20  per  cent 
reduction  is  allowed  to  those  who  pay 
their  rents  within  a  specified  time.  As 
I  stated  in  the  House  the  day  before 
yesterday,  the  Government  are  anxiously 
considering  the  question  of  the  existing 
arrears  in  applications  awaiting  a  hear- 
ing. 

HARBOURS  OF  REFUGE-THE  BRISTOL 

CHANNEL. 

Lord  HENRY  BRUCE  (Wilts,  Chip- 
penham)  asked  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  Whether  there  is  any 
intention  of  the  Government  to  act  upon 
the  recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission of  1859,  and  of  more  than  one 
Select  Committee,  to  construct  a  Harbour 
of  Refuge  in  the  Bristol  Channel ;  and, 
if  so,  when  it  will  be  commenced  ;  what 
has  been  the  loss  of  vessels  and  lives 
in  the  Bristol  Channel  since  the  Royal 
Commission  recommended  the  construc- 
tion of  this  Harbour  of  Refuge;  and, 
whether  it  is  a  fact  that  the  shipping 
trade  of  the  Bristol  Channel  is  at  the 
present  moment  at  least  one-fifth  part 
of  the  whole  of  England  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  The  matter 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  refers  is  one  in 
which,  as  one  of  the  Members  for  Bristol, 
I  am  naturally  much  interested.  I  am 
sorry  that  I  cannot  give  him  the  num- 
ber of  vessels  lost  in  the  Bristol  Channel; 
but  the  number  of  lives  lost  by  wrecks 
and  casualties  (excluding  collisions  and 
missing  vessels)  since  1859  is  1,314. 
The  noble  Lord  is  correct  in  supposing 
that  the  shipping  trade  of  the  Bristol 
Channel  is  about  one-fifth  part  of  that 
of  the  whole  of  England.  As  regards 
the  intentions  of  the  Government,  I  am 
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afraid,  notwithstandiDg  what  I  have 
stated,  that  I  can  only  repeat  that  the 
Government  have  no  intention  of  depart- 
ing from  the  policy  pursued  by  suooes- 
Bive  Qovernments  in  past  years,  under 
which  they  have  hitherto  declined  to 
make  grants  of  money  for  harbour  con- 
struction except  in  cases  of  Imperial  and 
National  necessity. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL- 
SMALL  ANNUITANTS. 

Mr.  WOOTTON  ISAACSON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Stepney)  asked  Mr.  Ohanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  can  in- 
clude in  the  Conversion  Scheme  a  clause 
by  which  annuitants  of  from  £20  to 
£100  per  annum  shall  be  provided 
against  any  loss  in  their  income,  thereby 
preventing  distress  and  embarrassment, 
by  increasing  their  poverty,  of  widows, 
many  with  children  to  support,  and  other 
poor  people  wholly  dependent  upon 
small  annuities  ? 

Thb  CHANCELLORof  thbEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gosoiien)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  if  the 
hon.  Member  had  followed  the  course  of 
the  Bill  dealing  with  the  Conversion  of 
the  National  Debt,  he  would  have  seen 
that  all  that  could  be  done  had  been 
done  by  enabling  Trustees,  with  regard 
to  these  annuities,  to  vary  the  invest- 
ment, and  to  invest  in  the  proceeds  of 
such  Stock  as  was  liable  to  conversion 
into  Stocks  sanctioned  by  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  beyond  which  it  was  impos- 
sible to  go. 

LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  ACT, 
1885— ADVANCES. 

Me.  YERBURGH  (Chester)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  the  state- 
ment in  The  Standard  oi  the  16th  instant, 
to  the  effect — 

"  That  of  the  £5,000.000  authorized  by  Lord 
Ashbourne's  Act  to  bo  advanced  to  tenants  for 
the  purchase  of  their  holdings,  £4,500,000  had 
been  applied  for  up  to  the  end  of  February," 

is  correct ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the  Go- 
vernment intend,  during  the  present 
Session,  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  promote 
the  further  operation  of  the  said  Act  ? 

Tbe  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  amount  applied  for  up  to  the 
end  of  February  was  £4,700,000;  but 
that  includes  £390,000  which  was  re- 
Sir  Michael  Micke-Bcach 


fused.  The  amount  applied  for  and  not 
refused  is,  therefore,  something  under 
the  figure  stated  in  the  Question.  Of 
this,  however,  only  £3,680,000  lias  as 
yet  been  actually  sanctioned ;  so  that  there 
remains  considerably  over  £1,000,000 
undisposed  of.  The  Government  are 
carefully  considering  the  question  as  to 
the  course  which  it  may  be  best  to  pur- 
sue in  these  circumstances. 

POST  OFFICE— ACCELERATION  OF 
MAILS  TO  THE  NORTH  OF  SCOTLAND. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Why  the  Post  Office 
pays  £2,500  a-year  for  an  acceleration 
of  the  down  London  day  mail  from 
Aberdeen  to  Keith,  where  there  is  a 
limited  population,  and  refuses  to  accele* 
rate  the  same  mail  from  Perth  to  the 
North,  embracing  a  district  of  seven 
counties,  containing  a  population  of 
nearly  400,000  people? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University):  The 
so-called  acceleration  of  the  down  Lon- 
don day  mail  from  Aberdeen  to  Keith 
consisted  chiefly  in  the  abolition  of  the 
interval  of  several  hours  which  pre- 
viously existed  between  the  arrival  of 
the  mail  train  from  the  South  at  Aber« 
deen  and  the  despatch  Northward.  The 
new  arrangement,  while  effecting  this 
object  and  providing  for  an  earlier  de* 
livery  of  a  large  amount  of  correspond- 
ence, also  secured  a  convenient  through. 
service  for  mails  from  Aberdeenshire  to 
the  North,  vid  Inverness.  The  case  of 
the  down  London  day  mail  from  Perth, 
on  the  Highland  Railway,  is  very  dif- 
ferent. There  is  no  undue  detention  at 
Perth  to  get  rid  of.  The  line  from  Perth 
to  Thurso  and  Wiok  runs  for  several 
hundred  miles  through  sparsely-popu- 
lated districts  with  few  towns  of  any 
considerable  size  except  Inverness ;  and 
there  is  already  expended  on  the  con- 
veyance of  the  mails,  which  includes 
two  through  mails  a-day  in  each  direc- 
tion, so  large  a  payment  that  no  addi- 
tional expense  for  the  purpose  of  aocele- 
ratiug  either  service  will  be  warranted. 

POST  OFFICE-UNIFORMS  IN  LONDON 
AND  EDINBURGH. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
RoUox)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Whether  it  is  the  case  that  vests  are 
supplied  as  part  of  Post  Office  uniform 
to  first-class  postmen  in  London,  whilst 
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vests,  at  one  time  supplied,  are  no  longer 
supplied  to  first-class  postmen  in  Edin- 
burgh  ;  if  so,  what  is  the  reason  for  the 
discontinuance  of  that  article  of  clothing 
in  the  case  of  Edinburgh ;  and,  whether, 
if  postmen  can  go  without  vests  in  Edin- 
burgh, they  cannot  equally  go  without 
them  in  London  ? 

Thb   postmaster    general 

(Mr.  Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) : 
Vests  are  supplied  to  the  first-class  town 
postmen  in  London.  Vests  have  at  no 
time  been  supplied  to  postmen  in  Edin- 
burgh. Postmen  in  Edinburgh  are 
supplied  with  a  tunic  which  should 
always  be  worn  buttoned  ;  therefore,  the 
necessity  for  a  vest  does  not  exist.  Post- 
men in  London  are  supplied  with  an 
open  coat,  for  which  a  vest  is  needed ; 
hence  the  difference  between  the  two 
classes  of  uniform. 

BOYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULA  RY— EXTRA 
POLICE  IN  COUNTY  CLARE. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  Sergeant  Noble,  of 
the  Quinn  Police  Barraok,  County  Clare, 
has  been  looking  for  the  site  of  a  police 
hut,  wherein  extra  police  are  to  be  placed, 
within  sight  of  the  priest's  residence ; 
whether  the  regular  County  Force  con- 
sists of  549  men  and  nine  officers,  or 
about  one  to  every  280  of  the  population ; 
whether  this  Force  is  sufficient  to  carry 
out  the  law ;  and,  for  what  purpose  is  it 
proposed  to  quarter  extra  men  in  sight 
of  the  priest's  house  ? 

Tub  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Haeman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  Sir,  I  am  informed  that  the  ser- 
geant referred  to  did  look  for  a  site  for  a 
police  hut  at  a  place  which  happens  to 
be  within  yiew  of  the  priest's  residence ; 
bat  that  circumstance  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  its  selection.  The 
nominal  County  Force  consists  of  549 
men  and  nine  officers,  or  about  one  man 
to  erery  257  of  the  population.  The 
portion  of  the  Force  available  for  Quinn 
and  its  neighbourhood  has  recently  been 
obliged  to  be  frequently  strengthened 
by  sending  extra  police  there  to  suppress 
illegal  meetings;  and  to  obviate  the 
neeeosity  and  expense  of  sending  these 
men  the  Divisional  Magistrate  has  been 
oonsidering  the  question  of  quartering  a 
reaerve  force  in  the  locality,  which  will 
h»  ehargeable  therewith. 


Mb.  DILLON :  Would  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  inform  the  House, 
whether  any  illegal  meetings  have  been 
held  in  that  district ;  and,  whether  any 
crime  or  outrage  has  recently  taken 
place  in  the  district  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  Illegal 
meetings  have  been  held — or  are  re- 
ported to  have  been  held — in  the  dis- 
trict. 

Mr.  DILLON :  Do  I  understand  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  say 
that  because  meetings  have  been  re- 
ported to  have  been  held  extra  police 
have  been  sent  in  ?  I  would  remind  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that 
he  stated  to  me  in  this  House,  only  a 
fortnight  ago,  that  these  reports  would 
not  bo  accepted  as  evidence  that  the 
meetings  wore  held. 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  The  evi- 
dence we  have  is  statements  that  meet- 
ings have  been  held ;  and  that  meetings 
will  be  held,  no  matter  whether  extra 
police  are  brought  in  or  not. 

EGYPT— THE  NEW  EGYPTIAN  LOAN. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  his  attention  has  been 
drawn  to  a  statement  in  Sir  Evelyn 
Baring's  last  Despatch  to  the  Marquess 
of  Salisbury,  to  the  effect  that  the 
new  Egyptian  Loan  was  to  be  for 
£E5,000,000;  and,  whether  this  is  true; 
and,  if  so,  for  what  purposes  the  money 
is  required  ? 

The  UNDEE  SECRETAEY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
Chester,  N.E.) :  The  exact  amount  of  the 
new  Loan,  as  has  been  already  stated, 
has  not  been  positively  settled,  so  far,  at 
least,  as  Her  Majesty's  Government  are 
aware.  The  chief  objects  are  those 
already  explained — namely,  to  carry  out 
the  arrangement  made  with  the  ex- 
Khedive  and  his  family,  which  requires 
the  liberation  of  lands  pledged  in  security 
for  the  Domains  Loan;  and,  secondly, 
to  liberate  lands  similarly  pledged  to  be 
granted  to  pensioners  in  commutation  of 
their  allowances.  It  will  depend  on  the 
amount  of  the  Loan  how  far  the  opera- 
tion of  converting  pensions  into  grants 
of  Domain  Land  is  carried.  As  such 
conversions  operate  to  the  relief  of  the 
Egyptian  Exchequer,  the  operation  is, 
from  a  financial  point  of  view,  sound 
and  desirable,  provided  the  Loan  can  be 
effected  on  advantageous  terms. 
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Mb.  DILLON:  Can  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  say  what  position  the  new 
Loan  will  hold  with  regard  to  the  Privi- 
leged Unified  Loan  ? 

Sir  JAMES  FERGUSSON  :  The  new 
Loan  must  rank  after  the  old  one. 

POST  OFFICE— AUSTRALIAN  AND  CAPE 
LETTERS-OVERWEIGHT. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Has  his  attention  been  called  to  the  fact 
that,  if  any  letter  postod  for  Australia 
or  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope  happens  to 
weigh  a  grain  over  half  an  ounce,  the 
charge  for  postage  is  doubled — that  is, 
from  6(/.  to  1«. ;  and,  has  he  any  inten- 
tion to  alter  this  Regulation,  or  consult 
with  the  Colonial  Governments  on  the 
question  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  It  is 
quite  true  that  a  letter  exceeding  the 
proscribed  weight  allowed  for  a  single 
rate  of  postage  is  charged  an  additional 
postage  rate.  This  Rule  applies  gene- 
rally to  letters  for  all  parts  of  the  world, 
and  not  alone  to  Australia  and  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope.  Obviously,  a  limit  of 
weight  must  be  fixed  in  all  cases ;  and 
I  have  no  intention,  as  at  present  ad- 
vised, of  proposing  any  exception  from 
the  practice  which  has  universally  ob- 
tained with  respect  to  this  matter. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)— THE  GRANTHAM  BOROUGH 
BENCH— HEAVY  SENTENCE. 

Mr.  CH ANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
(for  Mr.  Bkoadiiuhst)  (Nottingham,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  sentence  of 
seven  days'  hard  labour,  passed  by  the 
Grantham  Borough  Bench  upon  an  old 
man  of  73  years  of  ago,  for  the  offence 
of  going  into  a  greengrocer's  shop  and 
bogginp:  for  an  onion  ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther lie  can  consider  tho  advisability  of 
mitifj^atinpf  this  sontonco  ? 

Thk  SEOEETAKY'  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
received  a  Keport  from  the  convicting 
magistrate  on  this  case,  from  which  it 
appears  that  this  man  has  been  well 
known  to  the  police  and  to  the  magis- 
trate personally  for  many  years  as  a 
regular  and  persistent  able  -  bodied 
beggar.    I  am  told  that  he  has  for  a 


long  time  been  a  nuiBanoe  topaaseiigerB 
in  the  streets,  to  tradesmen,  and  espe- 
cially to  females.  Frequent  complaints  of 
his  conduct  have  been  made  to  the  police. 
He  gave  his  age  to  the  police  as  67, 
and  not  73.  Under  the  ciioumstanoee,  I 
cannot  advise  any  interference  with  the 
sentence. 

INDIA-THE  IRRAWADDY  FLOTILLA. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  he  will  consent  to  a 
Return  showing  the  amountspaid  during 
the  past  three  years  by  the  Government 
of  India  to  the  Irrawaddy  Flotilla ;  and, 
in  what  respect,  under  what  conditions, 
and  for  what  services,  such  moneys  have 
been  paid  ? 

The  UNDER  SECRETAET  op 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham): 
The  Secretary  of  State  will  consult  the 
Government  of  India  as  to  the  expe- 
diency of  having  such  a  Return  pre- 
pared. It  would  take  some  time,  as  the 
information  would  have  to  be  procured 
from  Burmah.  The  moneys  are  paid 
under  contract  with  the  Company  for 
the  conveyance  of  mails,  troops,  stores, 
prisoners,  police,  &o. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  inquired,  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Gentleman  was  aware 
that  great  dissatisfaction  was  expressed 
in  Burmah  and  India  as  to  the  amounts 
received  by  the  Company  ? 

Sir  JOHN  GORST :  No ;  I  cannot 
admit  that  fact. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROOEDURB 
(IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— CONVICTIONS 
AT  BALLINAMORE  BRIDGE. 

Mr.  HAYDEN  (Leitrim,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  case  of  Messrs. 
Ferguson  and  Finlay,  who  were  prose- 
cuted at  the  late  Petty  Sessions  at 
Ballinamore  Bridge,  under  the  Criminal 
Law  and  Procedure  (Ireland)  Act,  for 
speaking  at  a  meeting  held  at  New- 
bridge, and  the  latter  gentleman  con- 
victed on  the  evidence  of  constables  who 
took  no  notes  at  the  meeting ;  whether 
a  ear  driver  who  refused  to  carry  police, 
not  liaving  been  employed  for  the  pur- 
pose, was  prevented  for  some  time  from 
going  home  by  Mr.  Purcell,  R.M.,  and 
his  horse  and  car  forcibly  seized ;  undw 
what  statute  Mr.  Par^U  ^ted  in  having 
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him  detained ;  vliether,  in  tbe  disturb- 
anoe  which  took  place  in  consequence  of 
the  action  of  the  police,  several  parties 
were  arrested ;  whether  the  priaoners 
were  assaulted  bv  the  police  on  their  way 
to  and  while  in  uie  barrack  in  custody ; 
whether  Mr.  Purcell  refused  substantial 
bail  for  the  appearance  of  the  prieoneis, 
both  on  that  ocoaoiou  and  after  two  sub- 
■equent  Tsmauds ;  and,  whether  the 
prisoners  will  have  been  detained  a 
month  in  custody  before  the  date  of  the 
monthly  Petty  Sessions  ? 

thb  paeltamentaey  under  [ 

SEGRETARY  (Oolonel  Krao-HjuMiN) 
(Emit,  Isle  of  Tbanet)  (who  replied) 
■aid  :  The  prosecutions  referred  to  were 
for  speechoB  urging  the  people  to  enter 
into  an  unlawful  conspiracy.  Finlay 
waa  oonTicted  on  the  evidence  of  the 
police,  who  had  noted  the  proceedings 
immediately  after  the  meeting  at  which 
ha  apoke.  As  regards  the  car  driver, 
he  had  been  employed  by  Mr.  Beckett, 
one  of  the  Resident  Magistrates,  to 
convey  him  between  Ballinasloe  and 
Ballinamore;  but  he  refused  to  drive 
him  back  to  Ballinasloe,  as  the  Resident 
Magistrate  wished  to  have  a  constable 
accompanying  him.  Mr.  Beckett  was, 
therefore,  obliged  to  proceed  by  another 
car,  along  with  the  Sessional  Grown 
Solicitor,  who  had  conducted  the  prose- 
cation.  The  demeanour  of  the  car 
driver  in  question  was  offensive  and  de- 
fiant ;  and  Mr.  Puroell  did  not  consider 
it  advieable  to  allow  him  to  follow 
immediately  after  the  two  gentlemen 
named,  as  his  doing  so  would  have  led 
to  a  hostile  demonstration  and  a  breach 
of  the  peace,  as  at  the  time  a  great  many 
people  were  about.  Mr.  Pureell  accor- 
dhigly  detained  him  for  about  15 
minutes.  He  did  so  by  virtue  of  his 
office  aa  a  magistrate,  and  to  prevent  a 
breach  of  the  peace.  A  policeman  who 
got  upon  the  car  was  savagely  attacked 
by  a  number  of  men  with  sticks  and 
MTerely  injured.  Other  members  of 
the  oonstabulary  were  struck  with 
Btooea,  and  otherwise  assaulted.  For 
theee  assaults  four  men  were  arrested 
and  remanded  for  a  week  to  Galway 
Priaon.  There  does  not  appear  to  be 
any  gronnd  for  the  all^ation  of  an 
aasaiu^t  by  the  police.  The  attack  upou 
the  MiUce  was  wanton  and  unprovoked. 
The  Beaident  Magistrate  did  refuse  bail. 
The  prisoner's  solicitor,  in  making 
i^plination  for  a  consent  to  bail  on  the 
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expiration  of  the  first  remand,  stated  in 
his  letter  that  if  the  bail  were  refused 
the  Queen's  Bench  would  interfere ;  but 
he  does  not  appear  to  have  brought  the 
matter  before  that  Court.  The  prisoners 
will  have  been  detained  a  month  in 
custody,  if  not  discharged  before  next 
Petty  Sessions  at  Ballinamore. 

Mh.  HATDEN  :  Doea  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  deny  that  the 
prisoners  were  assaulted  after  arrest  by 
the  police  in  the  barrack  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  I  have 
no  information  to  the  eSect  that  they 
were.  I  know  that  the  police  were 
violently  assaulted  before. 

NAVY— H.M.S.  "  HERO." 
Ma.  LEATHAM  BRIGHT  (Stoke- 
upou- Trent)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  Whether  the  Government 
is  aware  that  iron  girders  have  been 
placed  under  the  engines  of  the  Hero  for 
the  purpose  of  strengthening  them ; 
whether  these  girders  have  been  placed 
in  position  by  the  responsible  engineers 
of  the  Government ;  and  who  is  to  bear 
the  expense  of  the  alteration  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Lord  Georob 
Hauiltov)  (Middlesex,  Ealing)  :  Some 
small  additional  strengthening  brackets 
have  beon  fitted  to  the  engine  bearers  of 
the  S'ero.  Being  part  of  the  hull  struc- 
ture, they  were  fitted  in  place  by  the 
Dockyard  ;  and  as  all  woA  on  engine 
bearers,  including  these  additions,  is 
outside  the  engine  contract,  the  expense 
is  borne  by  the  Admiralty. 

THE  PAHK8  (METROPOLIS)— THE  LAKE 

IN  BATTERSEA  PARK. 

Mr.    0.  T.    MORGAN    (Battersea) 

asked  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Knuts- 

ford  Division  of  Cheshire,  Whether  he 
is  aware  that  the  Lake  in  Battersea 
Park  is  in  a  foul  and  dangerous  state, 
and  contains  19  inches  of  ailt  aud  mud  ; 
and,  whether  it  is  the  intention  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  to  remedy 
the  evil  without  delay  ? 

Ma.  TATTONEGEKTON  (Cheshire, 
Knutsford),  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  was  aware 
of  the  bad  condition  of  the  Lake ;  and 
measures  would  be  immediately  taken 
by  the  Board  to  clear  away  the  deposit 
trom  the  bottom  of  the  Lake,  and  to 
restore  the  piece  of  Ornamental  Water 
to  a  good  condition. 
0 
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ACT.  issr^THK  «vi,V.\TIOS  ABM^.  i^j^^,;^,^  ^^  .j,^  GoTernment,  during tbe 
Mb.  JAMEM  HiaAltT  fSliorc.likb,  iirofontSessioTi,  to  hringin  aBilldealing 
Hoston)  aakcil  tho  Secretary  of  Statu  i  with  Oliiba  in  wlik-h  intoxitating  liquon 
for  the  Homo  Department,  Wbt-tlter  ho  are  eold,  with  a  view  to  diminiBhing 
has  received  a  etatenient,  signed  by  AOO  |  tboir  number,  and  placing  them  nadei 
ratepayersof  Torquay,  as  follovB: —       i  the    like    restrictions   and    chaiges   u 

"Thst  wo  hiiTB  known  th6  S»lration  Armj  to  I  public  hou^el? 
conduct  marolica  wi.h  niuiic  througti  tho  Mrecl.  !       The     PKESIDENT     (Mr.    ElTOniB) 
of  our  lowo  on  SuDdafi  nnJ  week  diyi,  c«or  |  (Tower   Hamlets,   St.    George's)  :    The 
«acolbocomn.cn«ementofthoir.erv.ce.hero.ixi  t;         ;      ^         ^      j     ^       ^^   ^ 

M»r<  neo  ;  that  wo  did  not  Li'Oir  thntit  WM  pro-    1,   ■        ,      ,  -  ,  i   ■   .    ■  .   ",, 

»ied  ll  Lneert  m  ti.e  Torqunj  [Inrbour  >Dd  NLs-  j  Clubs,  of  which    COmplamt    IB   BO  jurtlj 

triet  Act,  13SG,  nnj  cinuko  prohibiting  such  '  made,  vithout  iinduly  iatorfering  with 
m.irche«,  nnd  t lint  such  cl.iu»e  oiilx  cnmt'  to  our  i  the  bond  fiih  C^ib.  It  ia  a  very  importast 
knowledge  iill.>r  tho  fM<,i,gt>i  the  Aei ;  timt  it  ii  |  q„pgtion';  but  it  ia  also  one  very  difficult 
":h::wtV:c3X't:pVl'^%';'ta;\':g    ir^-'^'V"-     A«.  my  hon.  and  Earned 


and,  whether  ho  would  bo  prepared  to 
consider  tho  advisability  of  a  Standing 
Ordor  relating  to  Privatt  Bills  which 
should  require  that  any  Bill  containing 
Polico  Clauses  should  boar  tho  word 
"Police"  in  its  title? 

The  SECEETAKY  or  STATE  C-^i: 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E):  I  Lave 
rocoivcd  a  statement  to  tho  elTect  de- 
scribed in  the  (iuebtion.  Tho  hon.  Mem- 
ber is,  doubtless,  awaro  that  by  Standing 
Order  173a  Committees  of  this  House 
are  rcquirod  to  bring  clauses  of  this 
kind  to  tho  notice  of  the  House  by 
specially  reporting  upon  them  ;  and  by 
Standing  Order  3;ia,  passed  last  3-ear  at 
iho  instance  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  (Mr.  Stuart-Wort  ley), 
Bills  proposing  to  tteate — 

"  Powffra  relftting  to  I'olioo  or  Sanilarf  Ilcgu- 
lationa  which  cli>viita  from  or  oro  repugnant  (a 
tbOfCDcrDl  lawi," 

have  to  be  deposited  at  tho  Homo  Office. 
In  tho  case  of  tho  Torquay  Bill,  188(1, 
tho  Homo  Office  reported  against  tho 
clauEO  in  question,  ou  tho  ground  that  it 
was — 

"  A  quoEtion  for  gcnsral  li^giil.ttian  and  slioutd 
be  >t ruck  out." 

I  do  not  soo  that  tho  proposal  of  tho  hon. 
Member  would  add  much  to  tliese 
exiatinji  safeguards ;  but  if  he  will  place 
on  the  J?aper  such  a  Standing  Order  as 
bo  suggests,  I  shall  ho  glad  to  consult 
with  the  Authorities  of  the  House  as  to 
the  propriety  of  its  passing. 

THE  LICIiNSISG  LAWS— CLUBS. 

Ma.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) 

asked  the  President  of  tho  Local  Qovem- 

ment  Board,  Whether,  haviog  regard  to 


Friend  knows,  the  Qoveroment  baa  been 
considering  the  matter,  and  is  still  con- 
sidering it ;  and  I  shall  be  very  glad, 
indeed,  if  wo  can  see  any  way  of  dealing 

with  it. 

LUL'AL  GOVERNMENT  B[LL  (8NOLAND 

AND  WALES)— THE   METROPOUTAN 

BOARD  OF  WORKS. 

Baron  DIMSDALG  (Herts,  Hitohin) 
(for  Jlr.  Kesyos)  (Denbigh,  &o.)  aaked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether,  in  view  of  the 
proposals  made  by  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  which  may 
aS'ect  the  position  o(  tho  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works,  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  Klajosty's  Government  to  perserere 
with  the  appointment  of  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission  ;  and,  whether  any  steps  will  be 
taken  to  limit  the  powers  of  the  Board, 
ad  iiittrim,  as  regards  their  expenditnie 
on  sewerage  exporiments? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  Ob. 
M.iTTitEWs)  [Birmingham,  E.) :  lei. 
Sir ;  certaiuly.  The  QoTemment  were 
aware  of  these  proposals  when  tbey  aa- 
BiTQtcd  to  the  appointment  of  a  Soyal 
Ciimuiission  to  inquire  into  the  past 
working  of  the  Board.  The  Govern  meat 
are  not  in  possession  of  any  information 
to  justify  their  interference  with  the 
progress  of  any  works  now  being  under- 
taken by  the  Board. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUfiOHILL 
(Paddinglon,  8.)  asked,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentlemau  would  etats  the  names 
of  the  Commissioners  the  Government 
proposed  to  appoint,  and  when  the  Bill 
would  bo  introduced  into  the  House ;  or, 
if  be  could  not  answer  the  QuestionB 
now,  when  would  he  be  able  to  do  eo  T 
He  would  remind  the  right  hon.  Qntle- 
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man  that  five  weeks  or  more  had  elapsed  i 
■ince  the  promise  of  the  Government  was 
made. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  In  answer  to  my 
noble  Friend,  I  have  to  state  that  the 
OommiBsioners  have  been  appointed. 
They  are  Lord  Herschell,  who  presides 
over  the  Commission,  a  well-known  and 
eminent  Queen's  Counsel;  Mr.  Bosan- 
qnet;  and  a  Director  of  the  Bank  of 
England,  Mr.  Henry  Grenfell.  Instruc- 
tions have  been  given  for  drafting  the 
Bill  to  constitute  the  Commission,  and  it 
will  be  brought  forward  with  as  little 
dely  as  possible. 

Mb.  firth  (Dundee)  asked,  whe- 
ther the  inquiry  respecting  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  would  be 
xetrospeotive  ? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS  said,  his  recollec- 
tion was  that  the  Eeferenoe  to  the 
Commission  was  precisely  in  the  terms 
of  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Bandolnh  Churchill) — an  inquiry  **into 
the  working  "  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works.  He  understood  that  would 
inolade  the  whole  of  the  working  from 
the  beginning ;  but  he  assumed  the 
Commissioners  would  exercise  some  dis- 
cretion as  to  the  manner  in  which  they 
would  conduct  the  inquiry. 

AFRICA  (WEST  COAST)— THE  FRENCH 
PROTECTORATE  OVER  SENEGAL,  &c. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HOULDSWORTH 
(Manchester,  N.W.)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
ean  oommnnicate  any  information  rela- 
tire  to  the  Protectorate,  which  it  is 
reported  the  French  Governor  of 
Soiegal  has  established,  and  also  re- 
latiTe  to  the  rule  which  he  is  endea- 
Touring  to  administer  over  a  part  of  the 
Gambia  Territories,  which  for  many 
years  have  formed  part  of  the  British 
Dependencies  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Africa;  and,  what  steps  Her  Majesty's 
Gh>Temment  is  taking  to  obtain  the 
withdrawal  of  French  troops  and  the 
restoration  of  British  influence  in  these 
territories? 

The  under  8ECEETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Febqusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  French  have  not 
formally  declared  any  Protectorate  in  the 
manner  stated  in  the  Question,  but  have 
lately  adyanoed  into  territories  bordering 
on  the  Biyer  Gambia.  They  have,  how- 
fTcri  checked  their  progress  in  deference 


to  representations  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  with  a  view  to  friendly 
discussion  of  the  question  of  boundaries 
and  of  spheres  of  influence. 

LAW  AND  POLICE  —  ASSAULTS  ON 
CHILDREN  —  SENTENCE  ON  ANN 
GUTHRIE. 

Mb.  CHANNING  (Northampton,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  case  of  Ann 
Guthrie,  charged  before  the  magistrates 
at  the  City  Police  Court,  at  Liverpool, 
on  Friday  last,  with  assaulting  Mary 
Conroy,  aged  1 3  years ;  whether  it  was 
proved  that  Guthrie,  after  repeated  as- 
saults, had  finally  broken  the  child's 
arm  by  kicking;  whether  the  magis- 
trates informed  Guthrie  that  she  was 
liable  to  six  months'  imprisonment,  but 
afterwards  permitted  her  to  leave  the 
Court  on  paying  a  compensation  of  £5  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to 
secure  the  better  protection  of  children 
from  savage  assaults  resulting  in  serious 
physical  injuries,  by  insuring  that  those 
guilty  of  such  assaults  shall  be  ade- 
quately punished  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  have 
received  a  Report  from  the  Justices  on 
this  case,  who  inform  me  that,  although 
the  woman  had  struck  the  child  re- 
peatedly with  a  boot,  it  was  not  proved 
to  their  satisfaction  that  the  child's  arm 
had  been  broken  by  kicking.  A  lodger 
in  defendant's  house  stated  that  he  had 
not  on  any  previous  occasion  known  the 
woman  to  ill-use  the  child,  who  appeared 
to  be  habitually  well  treated.  The  de- 
fendant expressed  regret  that  she  had 
lost  her  temper  on  the.  occasion  in  ques- 
tion. It  is  true  that  the  defendant  was 
informed  by  the  magistrates  that  she 
had  rendered  herself  liable  to  six 
months'  imprisonment ;  but  as  the  in- 
jury seemed  to  them  one  for  which  the 
girl  ought  to  receive  compensation,  and 
as  in  case  of  conviction  she  would  be 
debarred  from  enforcing  any  such  claim, 
they  deemed  it  best  in  her  interest  to 
allow  the  summons  to  be  withdrawn  on 
payment  of  £d  (to  be  invested  in  the 
girl's  name  in  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank)  and  £1  1«.  costs.  The  hon. 
Member  is  aware  that  I  cannot  increase 
the  punishment  imposed  by  magistrates 
in  the  exercise  of  the  discretion  which 
the  law  allows  thom. 
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Mr.  CHANNING  said,  tho  medical 
testimony  was  to  the  efTect  that  the 
child's  arm  was  fractured.  Would  the 
Home  Secretary  take  steps  to  prevent 
such  cases  being  sett!  ed  by  compensation  ? 

Mr:  MATTHEWS  replied,  that  the 
information  he  had  received  as  to  the 
medical  testimony  was  directly  contrary 
to  that  of  the  hon.  Member. 

ROYALTIES— COAL  AND  OTFIER 
MINERALS. 

Mr.  CALEB  WRIGHT  (Lancashire, 
S.W.,  Leigh)  asked  tho  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  can  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  Return  of  the 
estimated  amount  of  royalties  paid  on 
the  output  on  coal,  ironstone,  and  other 
minerals  in  the  United  Kingdom  ;  and, 
what  portion,  if  any,  of  those  royalties 
contribute  towards  local  taxation  ? 

Tjie  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.),  in  reply,  said,  he  was  unable 
to  give  the  Return  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  Income  Tar  Returns 
did  not  show  the  amount  paid  for  royal- 
ties; and  the  Local  Government  Board, 
to  whom  he  had  applied,  had  no  in- 
formation on  the  subject. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.)  asked,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
aware  that  a  single  owner,  in  a  single 
county,  drew  £140,000  a-year  from 
royalties,  and  another  £40,000  from  way- 
leave  rents,  without  contributing  one 
farthing  to  local  taxation  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  had  no  in- 
formation on  the  matter. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked, 
whether  the  facts  he  had  referred  to 
were  not  disclosed  in  a  Return  which 
had  been  presented  to  that  House  ? 

[No  reply.] 

LONDON  COAL  AND  WINE  DUES 
CONTINUANCE  BILL. 

Mr.  firth  (Dundee)  asked  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Senior  Member  for  the  City 
of  London,  Whether,  after  the  statement 
of  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  last  night  as  to  the  constitu- 
tion of  a  new  Metropolitan  Authority,  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Corporation  of 
London  to  proceed  with  the  Coal  and 
Wine  Dues  Continuance  Bill  ? 

Mr.  TATTON  EGERTON  (Cheshire, 
Knutsford)  (who  replied)  said,  it  was 
the  intention  of  the  Corporation  and  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  the  pro- 
moters of  the  Bill,  to  proceed  with  it. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (IRELAKD)  — 
PAYMENTS  TO  ROAD  CONTRACTORS, 
TIPPERARY,  N.R. 

Mr.  p.  J.  O'BRIEN  (Tipperaiy,  N.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Loia 
Lieutenant  of  Lreland,  Whether  the 
moneys  earned  by  the  road  contraoton 
in  the  North  Riding  of  the  County  of 
Tipperary  for  a  period  of  eight  months 
came  due  at  the  recent  Assizes  at  Nenagh 
on  the  5th  and  6th  instants,  when,  as 
usual,  cheques  for  payment  should  be 
issued ;  whether  these  contractors,  num- 
bering over  500,  mostly  poor  men, 
are  yet  unpaid ;  whether  many  of  them 
reside  at  a  distance  of  20  miles  from 
Nenagh,  where  they  have  had  to  oome 
applying  for  their  money ;  and,  whether 
complaints  have  reached  him  that  this 
is  owing  to  the  neglect  of  ''  the  Clerk  of 
the  Crown  and  Peace  *'  in  not  sigpoing 
the  cheques  duly  certified  for ;  and,  if 
so,  whether  he  will  have  instructions 
issued  to  that  official  to  have  the  pay- 
ments made  without  further  delay  ? 

The  PARUAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KiNa-HABicAir) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanot)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  Clerk  of  the  Crown  and  x^eaoe 
reports  that  a  few  days  must  necessarily 
elapse  after  the  Assizes  are  oyer  before 
payments  can  be  made  to  contractors. 
When  the  presentments  are  fiatedbythe 
Judge  of  Assize,  the  Secretary  to  the 
Grand  Jury  has  to  prepare  a  draft  in 
favour  of  each  contractor,  which  is  then 
submitted  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown  and 
Peace,  who  has  to  examine  it  carefully 
with  the  original  presentment  before  he 
countersigns  it.  The  presentments  are 
very  numerous,  and  necessarily  require 
some  days  for  examination.  He  does 
not  bolieye  there  is  a  single  contractor 
still  unpaid.  In  the  case  of  those  who 
came  to  him,  even  before  the  Assizes 
had  closed,  and  represented  that  they 
lived  at  a  distance,  he  at  once,  at  great 
personal  inconvenience,  examined  and 
countersigned  the  drafts ;  and  the  next 
day,  before  leaving  to  attend  the  Clonmel 
Assizes,  he  signed  as  many  drafts  as 
were  then  ready.  He,  however,  cannot 
undertake  in  future  to  have  all  the 
drafts  ready  until  about  one  week  after 
the  Assizes  are  over,  which  appears  to 
be  also  the  practice  in  other  counties  ,* 
and  of  this  the  contractors  have  been 
already  fully  informed. 
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If  R.  P.  J.  0*BBIEN  asked  the  right 

hoa.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  is  it  not  the 
invariable  praotioe  that  pajment  ahould 
be  made  beforo  the  e:[piration  of  Aa- 
iizea;  and,  also,  whether,  under  any 
oircunutances,  compenaation  will  be 
made  to  thoae  poor  men  for  their  loas  of 
time  and  the  expense  that  tboj  have 
inonrred  in  journeying  Beveral  times 
to  and  from  the  Aasize  Court,  aomotimes 
a  diatance  of  more  than  SO  miles? 

OoLoiraL  KING-HAEMAN  :  So  fat 
as  I  can  understand,  an  irregular  and 
objectionable  practice  haa  prevailed  in 
the  North  Biding  of  Tipperary — that  of 
contractors  coming  and  asking  for  pay- 
meat  even  before  the  presentments  have 
been  fiated.  That  appears  to  be  a  very 
irregolar  proceeding,  and  the  present 
Cle^  of  the  Crown  has  very  properly 
laid  down  another  rule. 

Mb.  p.  J.  O'BEIEN  :  The  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  has  not  answered 
the  UneatioD.  I  asked  him,  does  he 
Bay  that  it  was  not  the  invariable  prac- 
tice to  have  the  payments  made  before- 
hand? 

CJoLOKEL  KING-HAEMAN :  I  should 
say  it  was  not.  I  do  not  think  it  pos- 
Nble  it  conld  have  been.  What  I  am 
informed  is  that  that  practice  had  pre- 
vailed. I  suppose  it  began  by  obliging 
one  or  two  contractors,  and  then  came 
to  be  an  abuse  and  could  not  be  con- 
tinned. 

Mb.  MATTEICE  HEALY  (Cork) :  I 
would  aek  the  right  hou.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  whether  it  ia  not  a  fact  that 
the  fiating  of  tbeae  preaentmenta  ia  not 
the  fint  du^  tiiat  a  Judge  performs  at 
theAseize? 

CoLOKiL KING-HAEMAN:  Yes,  Sir. 
Theee  presentments  are  passed  by  the 
Grand  Jury  and  then  fiated  by  the 
learned  Judge.  But  they  have  then  to 
go  through  the  hands  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Graud  Jury,  who  has  other  mul- 
tifaiiona  duties  to  attend  to,  and  they 
■re  then  carefully  revised  and  gone 
through  by  the  Clerk  of  the  Crown.  As 
I  have  already  explained,  it  is  maui- 
feetly  impossible  to  have  all  these  duties 
performed  in  a  short  time. 

RATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL 
—SMALL  nOLDERS. 
Mb.  F.  8.  POWELL  (Wigan)  asked 
the  Foetmoeter  General,  Whether  any 
inframation  will  be  circulated  by  the 
Fort  Office  to    the   holders   of   smaU 
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amounts  of  Goremment  Securities  with 

reference  to  the  converaion  ;  and,  whether 
inetructions  have  been  given  to  secure 
the  full  and  effective  publication  of  this 
information,  by  notices  exhibited  at  the 
Post  Offices  and  otherwise  ? 

ThePUSTMASTEE  GENEEAL(Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  Univeraity) :  A 
Memorandum  giving  full  information 
Du  the  aubject  has  been  printed  by  my 
iliroction,  and  this  will  be  exhibited  at 
all  Post  Offices,  and  copies  will  be  sup- 
plied to  Postmasters,  &c.,  for  distribu- 
tion. 

CHINA  (INLAND  NAVIGATION )-THB 
TANQTSZE    KIANG. 

Sib  GEOEGE  BADEN-POWELL 
[Liverpool,  Kirkdale)  (for  Sir  Eickabd 
Teufle)  (Worcester,  Evesham)  aaked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  can  state  the  latest 
result  of  the  communications  between 
the  British  Ee  present  at  ivea  and  the 
Chinese  Authoritiea  on  tho  Tangtsze 
Kiang  regarding  the  upward  passage  of 
the  British  steamer  now  lying  near  the 
rapids  of  that  Eiver  ? 

Tub  UNDEE  SECEETAEY"  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferousson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  The  latest  information 
received  on  this  subject  from  Her 
Majesty's  Minister  in  China  ia  dated  the 
19th  instant,  to  the  effect  that  ia  tho 
early  part  of  laat  mouth  the  Yiimen  had 
caused  a  Proclamation  to  he  iaaued  by 
the  Authorities  at  Tchang,  warning  the 
public  that  a  steamer  would  start  on  the 
journey  to  Ching  King,  on  the  Upper 
Yangtaze  Eiver;  that  the  steamer  had 
a  right  to  do  so ;  that  native  interests 
would  not  suffer  thereby ;  and  that  any 
attempt  at  interference  would  be  severely 
punished. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— APPLICA- 
TIONS FOR  "FAIR  RENTS." 
Mr.  M'CAETAN  (Down,  S.)  aaked 
the  Chief  Seoretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  he  ia  aware 
that  the  list  of  fair  rent  cases  to  be 
heard  at  Banbridge  on  tho  4th  of  April 
next  does  not  include  any  of  the  appliaa- 
tiona  made  immediately  before  the  1st 
of  November  last  by  tenants  on  the 
estates  o£  Baron  Trevor  and  the  other 
largo  landed  proprietors  in  the  County 
of  Pown ;  whether  he  can  state  why, 
I  contrary  to  precedent,   the  Banbridge 
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list  includes  a  large  number  of  applica-  [ 
tions  from  Dowrnpatrick  TJoion,  and 
why  no  special  list  was  pablisbed  for 
Downpatrick;  and,  if  he  can  say  at 
what  dates  sittings  of  a  Sub-Commission 
will  be  held  to  hear  the  fair  rent  ap- 
plications of  the  leaseholders  and  pre- 
sent tenants  from  the  Unions  of  Ban- 
bridge  and  Downpatrick  who  are  en- 
titled to  the  benefit  of  the  reduction  in 
respect  of  the  half-year's  rent  due  at 
1st  November  last  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDEE 
SECEETAEY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  The  Land  Commissioners  are  at 
present  on  Circuit  in  the  County  Clare, 
and  they  are  unable  to  furnish  the  re- 
quired information  until  Saturday  next. 

LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1886 
—THE  TENANTS  OF  THE  MARQUESS 
OF  LONDONDERRY,  CO.  DOWN. 

Mr.  M'CAETAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Lreland,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  two  Circulars 
recently  sent  to  the  County  Down  tenants 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  signed  by  His 
Excelloncy*8  land  agent,  Mr.  Brownlow, 
in  which  the  Marquess  of  Londonderry 
holds  out  strong  inducements  to  the 
tenants  to  purchase  their  holdings,  and 
declares  his  inability  to  continue  to  give 
to  his  tenants  the  reduction — 

**  Which  ho  has  granted  tho  last  two  years, 
and  by  giving  which  ho  has  recoivod  absolutely 
nothing  from  his  own  property  ; " 

whether  he  is  aware  that  owing  to 
charges  on  tho  Londonderry  estates 
created  by  the  late  Marquess  of  Lon- 
donderry, and  not  on  account  of  any  de- 
fault on  the  part  of  the  tenants,  or  by 
reason  of  any  benefits  given  to  them  by 
the  landlord,  this  inability  to  accept  a 
reduced  rent  arises ;  and,  whether,  con- 
sidering that  according  to  present 
arrangements  none  of  the  fair  rent 
applications  made  by  the  tenants  of  the 
Marquess  of  Londonderry  aro  to  be 
listed  for  hearing  at  the  first  sitting  of 
the  County  Down  Sub-Commission  at 
Newtownards  in  May  next,  and  consider- 
ing that  nearly  4,000  applications  from 
County  Down  still  remain  unheard,  lie 
will  now  take  steps  to  havo  an  addi- 
tional Sub- Commission  appointed  for 
that  county  ? 

Ur.M'Carian 


The  PAELTAMENTAET  UNDER 
SECEETAEY  (Colonel  King-Habmah) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  My  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  Circulars  in  question  through  the 
hon.  Member  who  puts  this  Question 
sending  them  to  me.  I  have  no  know- 
ledge as  to  whether  the  inability  to 
accept  a  reduced  rent  arises  from  charges 
on  the  estate  created  by  the  late  owner 
or  otherwise.  As  has  been  stated,  the 
Government  are  anxiously  considering 
the  steps  to  be  taken  to  deal  with  the 
arrears  of  business  in  the  Land  Oom- 
mission. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  —  CONVICTION  OP 
JOHN  RUSSELL  AT  BIRMINaHAM 
ASSIZES. 

Sir  JOHN  COMMEEELL  (South- 
ampton)  asked  tho  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  If  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  report  of  the 
trial  at  Birmingham  Assizes  of  John 
Eussell,  aged  60,  alias  Cooper  and 
**  Australian  Jemmy,"  who  was  sen- 
tenced to  15  years'  penal  servitude  for 
burglariously  entering  the  house  of  Dr. 
Eobins,  surgeon,  Grantham  Eoad,  Bir- 
mingham, when  Mr.  Justice  Smith,  in 
passing  sentence,  said  the  prisoner  had 
been  twice  sentenced  to  transportation 
for  life,  and  also  to  10  years'  penal  servi- 
tude for  burglary  with  violence ;  and, 
since  after  two  life  sentences  he  has  been 
set  at  liberty,  when  under  the  present 
system  this  offender  will  be  again  at 
large  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
MATTnEws)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  This 
convict's  career  is  remarkable.  In  1850 
he  was  sentenced  to  transportation  for 
life  for  burglary.  This  sentence  was 
reduced  to  one  of  10  years  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  1 853,  at  the  end  of  which 
time  he  was  pardoned.  It  1851  he  was 
again  sentenced  to  transportation  for 
life  for  wounding  with  intent ;  but  he 
seems  to  have  escaped  from  Australia 
by  some  moans  or  other,  for  in  1875  he 
was  sentenced  in  this  country  to  10 
years'  penal  servitude  for  sacrilege.  He 
served  the  whole  of  this  sentence,  and 
he  is  now  again  under  a  sentence  of  15 
years.  In  the  ordinary  course,  if  he 
behaves  well,  he  will  be  due  for  release  in 
1 1  years  five  months,  unless,  possibly,  the 
life  sentence  were  to  be  enforced. 
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INLAND  REVENUE— EXCISE  LICENCES 
—THE  EMPIRE  THEATRE,  LEICESTER 
SQUARE. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caitlinees)  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
the  Excise  Authorities  are  aware  that 
wines,  spirits,  and  beer  are  nightly  sold 
by  retail  at  the  Empire  Theatre,  Lei- 
cester Square,  London,  no  magistrates' 
licence  having  been  granted  for  the  sale 
of  excisable  articles  upon  such  premises; 
why  the  persons  concerned  in  such  sales 
have  not  been  proceeded  against  by  the 
Excise  Authorities ;  and,  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Authorities  to  insti- 
tute proceedings? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  Commissioners 
of  Inland  Revenue  are  aware  that 
intoxicating  liquors  are  sold  by  retail  at 
the  Empire  Theatre.  After  the  theatre 
bad  been  licensed  by  the  Justices  as  a 
place  of  public  entertainment,  an  appli- 
cation was  made  to  the  Commissioners  to 
issue  an  Excise  licence  for  the  sale  of 
liquors  there  under  Section  7  of  the  Act 
5  &  6  fFilL  IV.  c.  39  ;  but  the  Commis- 
sioners were  advised  that  since  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Licensing  Act  of  1872,  they 
had  ceased  to  have  the  power  to  issue  a 
lioenoe  in  England  under  that  section 
for  any  place  except  a  theatre.  The 
point,  however,  is  not  free  from  doubt ; 
and  a  Rule  Nisi  for  a  mandamus  to  com- 
pel the  Commissioners  to  issue  the  licence 
was  granted  by  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  on  the  Idth  of  December  last. 
Upon  service  of  this  Rule  the  Commis- 
sioners felt  they  were  not  justified  in 
objecting  to  the  sale  of  liquors,  or  in 
tiJcing  any  steps  which  might  have  the 
effect  of  postponing  the  opening  of  the 
house,  and  tlurowing  a  large  number  of 
persons  out  of  employment.  They, 
therefore,  accepted  a  deposit  of  the 
amount  of  duty  which  would  be  payable 
on  the  licence,  pending  the  argument  of 
the  Rule.  It  is  expected  that  the  Rule 
will  come  on  for  argument  in  the  course 
of  next  month. 

Dr.  CLARK  asked,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  last 
year  an  application  was  made  to  the 
magistrates  for  a  licence,  which  was  re- 
fused, and  that  power  was  only  given  to 
the  Oommissioners  to  grant  a  special 
of  three  days,  and  that  those 
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j  three  days  had  been  going  on  ever  since 
Christmas  of  last  year  ? 

Mr.GOSCHEN":  The  Commissioners 
have  not  granted  a  Ucence,  but  a  Rule 
Nisi  for  a  mandamus  to  compel  them  to 
do  so  has  been  granted ;  and  it  is  in 
consequence  of  that  that  the  sale  of  in- 
toxicating liquors  at  the  theatre  has 
been  permitted.  If  the  Commissioners 
are  held  to  have  been  right  in  refusing 
the  licence,  of  course  the  sale  will  be 
stopped. 


NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL 
—REDEMPTION  OF  UNCONVERTED 
STOCKS. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether,  in  order  that  holders  of  Con- 
sols and  Reduced  Stock  may  know  ex- 
actly what  is  the  alternative  to  immediate 
conversion  of  their  Stocks  into  now  Stock, 
he  will  state  whether  a  year's  notice  will 
be  given  immediately  after  the  11  th  May 
of  the  redemption  of  all  or  any  uncon- 
verted Stocks ;  and,  if  not,  when  it  will 
be  given  ;  and,  is  another  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment necessary  to  enable  the  notice  to  be 
given,  or  to  redeem  the  Stocks  not  now 
converted  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  pro- 
poses to  introduce  the  Bill  during  this 
Session  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  cf  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  am  unable  to  state 
at  present  when  or  where  this  notice 
will  be  given.  I  shall  not  be  able  to 
make  such  a  statement  until  the  result 
of  the  conversion  of  the  New  Threes  is 
practically  known  and  decided.  An- 
other Act  of  Parliament  is  not  necessary 
to  give  the  notice,  but  a  Resolution  of 
the  House  would  be  necessary;  and  I 
hope,  within  a  short  time,  to  be  able  to 
state  whether  I  shall  propose  to  the 
House  to  pass  that  Resolution  or 
not. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  any 
Act  of  Parliament  is  necessary  to  re- 
deem the  Stock. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  A  Resolution  of 
notice  for  paying  off  the  Stock  by  instal- 
ments is  sufficient  for  the  purpose  ;  but 
if  larger  measures  were  proposed,  it 
might  to  necessary  to  pass  an  Act  of 
Parliament  to  direct  the  mode  and  man- 
ner in  which  the  payment  should  be 
made. 
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LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL-THE  COUNTY  COUN- 
CILS. 

Sir  JOHN  DOEINGTON  (Glouces- 
ter, Tewkesbury)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
he  could  lay  upon  the  Table  before  the 
Easter  Eecess  a  Paper  showing  the  pro- 
bable number  of  members  of  the 
County  Councils  for  each  of  the  coun- 
ties |in  England  and  Wales  under  the 
new  Local  Government  Bill  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  No, 
Sir ;  it  will  bo  impossible  for  us  to  lay 
this  on  the  Table  before  Easter.  It  is 
a  matter  which  necessitates  much  in- 
vestigation. I  will,  however,  undertake 
to  lay  it  on  the  Table  before  the  Bill 
leaves  Committee. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— THE  EDEN- 
DERRY  UNION. 

Dr.  fox  (King's  Co.,  Tullamore) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  he  can 
arrange  for  the  Land  Commissioners  to 
hear  the  large  number  of  eases  in  the 
Edenderry  Union,  and  so  relieve  the 
tenants  from  the  hardships  of  further 
delay  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  A  Sub-Commission  will  sit  next 
month  for  that  portion  of  the  Eden- 
derry Union  which  is  in  the  County 
Meath.  No  sitting  has  yet  been  fixed 
for  the  other  portions  of  the  Union. 

Db.  fox  :  Is  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  aware  that  nearly  four 
years  have  elapsed  since  a  sitting  has 
been  held  in  the  King's  County  Divi- 
sion, or  know  that  there  are  several 
hundred  cases  to  be  disposed  of? 

Colonel  laNG-HARMAN:  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  put  a  Notice  on 
the  Paper  I  will  make  inquiries. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
This  is  a  matter  of  very  great  importance. 
The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
has  stated  several  times  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  giving  their  most  anxious 
consideration  to  this  vital  question. 
[  "  Order,  order  !  "]  If  necessary,  I  will 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  llouse, 
in  order  to  call  attention  to  the  ques- 
tion as  a  matter  of  urgent  public  im* 


portance.  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  if  he  can  give 
us  any  idea,  as  it  is  four  years  since  the 
Sub-Commissioners  sat  in  Edenderry 
Union,  when  his  anxious  consideratioa 
and  the  anxious  consideratioii  of  the 
Government  is  supposed  to  beg^n,  and 
when  it  is  likely  to  come  to  a  con- 
clusion ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  I  should 
be  exceedingly  surprised  if  I  discovered 
that  it  was  four  years,  or  anything  ap« 
preaching  four  years,  since  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  sat  in  the  Eling's 
County  Division  of  the  Edenderry 
Union. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.)  : 
It  is  now  four  weeks  ago  since  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  told  me 
that  the  Government  were  anxiously 
•onsidering  whether  they  should  in- 
crease the  number  of  Sub- Commis- 
sioners. I  wish  to  know  whether  the 
Government  are  not  only  going  to  take 
the  question  into  conrfderation,  but  are 
going  to  keep  it  there  ? 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  wish  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  as  the 
Head  of  Her  Majesty's  Govemmenti 
for  an  answer  in  reference  to  this  im- 
portant question,  the  delay  in  reference 
to  which,  he  must  be  aware,  is  causing  a 
number  of  tenants  to  be  turned  into  care- 
takers. When  will  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment be  able  to  appoint  a  sufficient 
number  of  Sub -Commissioners  to  deal 
with  the  glut  of  Land  Commissioners* 
work  which  now  prevails  in  Ireland  ? 

Thb  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  This 
matter  has  received,  and  is  receiving, 
the  very  serious  consideration  of  the 
Government,  who  are  desirous  of  deal- 
ing with  the  question  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment.  But  it  is  one  which 
requires  very  careful  consideration.  [An 
hon.  Member:  Ton  years.]  Having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Land  Oom- 
mission  itself  is  on  the  point  of  ex- 
piring, there  will  be  no  delay  wliatever 
in  dealing  with  the  matter. 


SCOTIiAND  —  CROFTERS  AND  COTTARS 
IN  ELGIN,  &c. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Will  the  Go- 
vernment agree  to  a  Return  of  the 
number  of  Orofters  and  Cottars  in  the 
Counties  of  Elgin,  Nairn,  BanfiP,  Aber* 
deen,  Perth,  and  Stirling  ? 
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Thb  LOED  advocate  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdokald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  As  I  have  re- 
peatedly stated  in  this  House,  the  ex- 
pressions "crofter"  and  "cottar"  do 
not  convey  the  same  meaning  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  Scotland.  Such  a  Eeturn 
as  the  hon.  Member  proposes  would , 
therefore,  be  misleading.  Besides,  there 
is  no  machinery  for  taking  such  a  £e- 
toniy  and  the  Government,  therefore, 
cannot  assent  to  it. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked,  whether  the 
words  did  not  convey  the  same  meaning 
in  the  Counties  of  Elgin  and  Nairn, 
Banff  and  Aberdeen. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said, 
he  could  not  name  the  counties ;  but  it 
was  undoubtedly  the  case  that  the  words 
bad  not  the  same  meaning  in  all  the 
counties  referred  to  in  the  Question. 

IRELAND— THE  ENGLISH  DEPUTA- 
TION. 

Mb.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  an  English  deputa- 
tion who  recently  visited  Ireland  were 
watched  and  followed  from  place  to 
place  by  policemen  and  detectives ;  if 
so,  whether  such  a  course  was  taken  at 
the  request  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  whether  any  Beports  were  made 
to  the  Government ;  and,  whether  such 
Beports  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  ? 

The  PABLIAMENTABY  UNDEB 
8ECBETABY  (Colonel  Kinq-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  If  the  hon.  Member  is  so  good  as 
to  mention  the  English  deputation  to 
whioh  he  refers,  I  shall  be  glad  to  give 
him  the  information. 

ORDER   (METROPOLIS)— THE  SPECIAL 
CONSTABLES. 

Mb.  PICKEBSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
8.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  he  will 
state  the  total  cost  incurred  in  conse- 
quence of  the  recent  swearing-in  of 
special  constables  within  the  Metro- 
politan District ;  and,  whether  he  will 
Jay  upon  the  Table  an  account  of  the 
items  of  expenditure  ? 

The  SECEETABY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  in  reply, 
0aid|  the  total  cost  inourred  was  a  fac- 


tion over  £1,.500,  of  which  £1,033  odd 
were  for  truncheons  and  badges,  and  some- 
what under  £100  for  rent  and  lighting 
of  offices,  and  miscellaneous  expenses 
made  up  the  balance.  He  did  not  think 
any  useful  purpose  would  be  served  by 
laying  the  accounts  on  the  Table. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE- DELAYS  IN  THE 
CITY  OF  LONDON  COURT. 

Mr.  FIBTH  (Dundee)  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  a  Petition,  re- 
cently presented  to  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
in  reference  to  delays  in  the  conduct  of 
business  in  the  City  of  London  Court ; 
and,  whether  he  is  able  to  say  whether 
the  Government  intend  to  take  any 
action  in  the  matter  ? 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
BiCHABD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
My  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
Petition  referred  to  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member.  It  is  certainly 
signed  by  gentlemen  who  have  great 
experience  with  reference  to  business  in 
the  City  of  London  Court.  The  matter 
is  under  the  consideration  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  I  will  see  that  the  at- 
tention of  the  City  Authorities  is  also 
called  to  the  Petition. 

HOUSE      OP      COMMONS  —  MEMBERS' 

PLACES. 

Mr.  H.  QABDNEB  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  inconvenience  at 
present  existing  with  regard  to  Mem- 
bers serving  on  Select  Committees  who 
wish  to  secure  places  in  the  House; 
and,  whether  he  will  give  facilities  for 
the  discussion  of  the  new  Bule  of  Pro- 
cedure on  that  subject  standing  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Hereford  (Sir  Joseph  Bailey),  and 
the  Amendment  thereto  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Essex. 

The  FIBST  LOBD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  (in  reply) 
said,  he  was  aware  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
serving  on  Select  Committees  were  ex- 
posed to  considerable  inconvenience  in 
regard  to  the  seats  they  desired  to 
occupy  in  the  House.  He  thought  the 
question  was  one  which  deserved  con- 
sideration. He  hoped  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hereford  would  be 
reached  in  time.    Any    assistance    he 
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could  give  in  the  Bolution  of  the  diffi- 
culty would  be  hfeartily  given. 

CIVIL     SERVANTS     AND     POLITICAL 
ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  0»CONNOR  (Donegal, 
E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  there  is  any  general  official  ob- 
jection, ponding  the  decision  of  the  Royal 
Commission  on  Civil  Service  Depart- 
ments, to  any  Civil  Servant  in  this  coun- 
try being  a  member  of  the  **  Irish 
National  League  of  Great  Britain;" 
and,  whether  the  question  is  left  by  the 
Treasury  to  be  separately  decided  by 
the  Heads  of  the  several  Departments  ? 

Thb  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  No  cir- 
cumstances have  as  yet  come  to  my 
knowledge  which  would  require  special 
Regulations  to  be  issued  as  to  Civil 
Servants  joining  the  National  League 
of  Great  Britain.  As  I  have  before 
stated,  much  must  be  left  to  the  discre- 
tion of  Civil  Servants  themselves ;  and, 
while  we  strongly  deprecate  overt  acts 
indicating  violent  partizanship,  we  are 
unwilling  to  attempt  too  vigorously  to 
define  the  precise  limits  within  which  the 
political  opinion  of  Civil  servants  may 
legitimately  find  expression. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  asked, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
say  speciQcally  whether  it  was  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Heads  of  diflPerent  De- 
partments to  decide  whether  A  might 
belong  to  the  Primrose  League  and  that 
B  could  not  belong  to  the  National 
League  of  Great  Britain  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  do  not  think 
that  any  such  authority  exists  with  the 
Heads  of  Departments  as  that  which  is 
suggested  by  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Subsequently, 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  that 
as  he  had  not  been  able  to  obtain  a  clear 
idea  of  the  answer  given  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  another  Ques- 
tion. It  was  this — whether  those  Mem- 
bers of  the  Civil  Service  of  Great 
Britain,  many  in  number,  who  belonged 
to  the  National  League,  were  by  so 
belonging  infringing  any  Rule  which 
exists  in  the  Civil  Service  generally; 
and,  whether  they  are  to  look  to  the 
Treasury  for  legality  for  their  position, 
or  look  to  the  Heads  of  their  several 
Departments  ? 

Mr.  JF.  IT.  Smith 


f  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  lie  was  sorry 
he  could  rot  add  anything  to  the  answer 
given  to  the  hon.  Member. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land, Cockermouth) :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  a  Question 
of  which  I  have  not  given  him  Notice, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  initiate  legislation 
to  carry  out  the  Resolution  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Irish  Arrears  passed  by  this 
House  yesterday  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Strand,  Westminster)  :  No. 
There  is  no  present  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Q-ovemment  to  do  so. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)-ArrOINTMENT  OP  AN  AD- 
DITIONAL JUDGE. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(PaddiDgtoD,  S.) :  I  wish  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  with  reference  to 
an  Order  which  stands  in  his  name  for 
the  appointment  of  an  additional  Judge 
to  the  Chancery  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice,  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  deal  with 
it  to-night  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  Yes; 
unless  there  is  a  strong  objection  to  its 
beiDg  proceeded  with.  It  was  repre- 
sented that  there  was  urgent  necessity 
for  additional  strength. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Am  I  wrong  in  supposing  that  this  is 
the  first  notice  which  the  House  has  had 
of  the  intention  of  the  Qoyemment  in 
the  matter  ?  The  House,  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  has  had  no  information  as  to 
the  intention  of  the  G-ovemment  to  ap- 
point an  additional  Judge,  imposing  a 
further  burden  of  £5,000  a-year. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  replied  that  the 
Notice  was  put  on  the  Paper  on  Tuesday 
last.  Undoubtedly,  there  would  be  an 
additional  charge  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wish  the 
House  to  decide  absolutely  to-night  as 
to  this  additional  appointment  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  stated  that  I 
would  not  press  the  matter  if  there  was 
any  strong  objection. 
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THE  METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OP 
WORKS— THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION 
OF  INQUIRY. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Firth  (Dundee), 

The  8ECEETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPAETMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  he 
apprehended  that  the  Eojal  Commission 
of  Inquiry  with  reference  to  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  would  retro- 
spectively include  everything  from  the 
foundation  of  the  Board. 

MR.  DILLON  AND  SIR  MICHAEL  HICKS- 
BEACH— PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Bristol  a  Question  in  refer- 
ence to  a  speech  which  he  is  reported  to 
have  made  in  the  East  of  London  last 
night.  He  is  reported  to  have  used  these 
words — 

**  Our  opponents  may  be  loyal  subjects  of  the 
Queen,  bat  it  is  difficult  for  us  to  understand 
bow  that  loyalty  is  compatible  with  intimate 
tMOciation  with  men  who — as  I  myself  heard 
the  other  night  in  the  House  of  Commons  — 
make  it  a  grievance  that  Her  Majesty's  soldiers 
should  beguile  a  tedious  march  by  singing  *  God 
save  the  Queen,' " 

I  wish,  in  the  first  place,  to  ask  whether 
that  it  a  correct  report  of  his  speech  ? 

Thb  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD 
OP  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.) :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Under  those  circum- 
stances, I  must  claim  the  right  to  ad- 
dreaa  a  personal  explanation  to  the 
House,  as  I  presume  the  charge  is 
leyelled  against  myself. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  as- 
sented. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  regret  to  be  obliged, 
Sir,  to  say  that  I  consider  it  to  be  a 
ve^  gross  misrepresentation.  I  wish 
to  airect  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  the  nature  of  the  charge  is.  It  is 
perfectly  specific.  It  charges  me  with 
haying  made  it  a  matter  of  grievance 
that  the  soldiers  of  the  Queen  should 
beg^le  a  tedious  march  by  singing 
"  Gk)d  save  the  Queen."  What  are  the 
circumstances  of  which  I  complain  ?  To 
begin  with,  there  was  no  tedious  march. 
The  soldiers  of  the  Queen  were  brought 
into  Ennis  on  the  occasion  of  a  Nation- 
alist demonstration  of  a  very  advanced 
character.  Into  the  merits  of  the  de- 
moiutration  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to 


enter.    They  were  brought  to  the  town 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the  peace 
of  the  town  if  the  peace  was  disturbed  ; 
and  as  usual,  upon  such  occasions,  they 
were  confined  to  the  barracks  while  the 
demonstration  was  going  on.     I  now 
come  to  what  I  complain  of.     The  sol- 
diers, instead  of  being  confined  to  the 
barrack  until  the  crowds  had  dispersed 
after  the  demonstration  was  over  (as  is 
usual  on  occasions  of   the   kind)  were 
marched  out  of  the  barracks  while  the 
streets  were  thronged  by  thousands  of 
persons  who  were  returniog  from  the 
demonstration.      They    were    marched 
against  these  thronging  thousands,  at 
the  imminent  danger  of  a  collision ;  and 
while  the  marching  was  going  on  they 
sang  **  God  save  the  Queen  "  and  **  Rule 
Britannia/'  and  they  were  headed  by 
the  Resident    Magistrate,    who    might 
have  to  sit  on  the  Bench  as  Judge  after- 
wards, who  is  I  am  informed,  specially 
appointed  to  sit  and  adjudicate  in  the 
district.     I  leave  it  to  this  House,  and 
think  it  is  eminently  a    case   for   per- 
sonal explanation,   as  to  whether  it  is 
right  for  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  so 
outrageously  misrepresent  the  action  of 
a  fellow   Member  of    this   House    for 
political  purposes,  and  I  shall  merely 
conclude  by  placing  the  two  statements 
side  by  side.     The  statement  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Bristol  is  that  I  complained  of  Her 
Majesty's   soldiers    beguiling  a  weary 
march    by     singing    *'  God    save    the 
Queen."     Well,  I  complain  of  four  or 
five  things,  which  I  shall  now  repeat — 
There  was  no  weary  march  in  the  ques- 
tion at  all.     I  complain  of  the  soldiers 
being  turned  out  of  the  barracks  before 
the  crowd  had  left  the  town,  which  they 
were  doing  peaceably.     I  complain  of 
those  soldiers  being  marched  through 
an  excited  crowd  when  there  was  not  a 
shadow  of  disturbance,  and  when  they 
ought  to  have  been  kept  in  barracks ; 
and  I  complain  of  their  singing  songs  on 
that  march,  a  course  which  was  never 
pursued  by  soldiers  in  that  district  be- 
fore,   although    they    have    been    fre- 
quently brought   in  for  a  similar  pur- 
pose;  and,  finally,  I  complain  that  a 
man  who  might  be,  if  any  riot  occurred, 
sitting  on  the  Bench,  returning  at  the 
head  of  those  soldiers,  in  the  face  of  the 
people,  singing  ''Rule  Britannia."     It 
is  not  a  question  of  whether  it  is  a  right 
or  wrong.    The  question  is  whether  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  what  was 
true  or  not ;  and  I  have  now  told  you 
what  I  complained  of,  and  I  leave  it  to 
the  House  to  judge  whether  or  not 
that  was  a  fair  and  honest  representa- 
tion. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH:  I 
will  simply  say  that  the  hon.  Member 
has  not  had  the  courtesy  to  give  me 
private  Notice  of  his  intention  to  bring 
this  matter  forward,  and  therefore  I 
have  not  been  able  to  refer  to  the  an- 
swer given  by  my  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Colonel  Kiug-Harman)  to  the 
Question  asked  by  the  hon.  Member  the 
other  night.  I  am,  like  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, quite  content  to  leave  the  matter  to 
the  judgment  of  the  House — who  know 
what  the  Question  and  Answer  were.  It 
is  my  impression  that  the  effect  of  the 
Question  and  Answer  is  precisely  what  I 
represented. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAND)  — 
SALARIES  OF  DIVISIONAL  MAGIS- 
TRATES—LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  To  inform 
the  House  when  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  introduce  the  Bill  to  legalize 
the  payment  of  salaries  to  Divisional 
Magistrates  in  Ireland  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  It  will 
depend  very  much  on  the  course  of  Public 
Business;  but  I  hope  the  Bill  will  be 
brought  in  shortly. 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL. 
(Ifr.  Courtney f  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^ 

Mr.  Jackson.) 

[bill    164.]      TIIIBD   READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read  ( Queen^t 
Consent,  and  Prince  of  Wales'  Consent 
as  Duke  of  Cornwall,  siffnified). 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  the  Bill  bo  now  read  the 
third  time." — {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.) 

Mr.  DODDS  (Stockton)  said,  that  his 
attention  had  been  called  that  morniug 
to  the  provision  contained  in  Clause  5 
as  to  the  difficulty  which  would  arise 
owing  to  the  shortness  of  time  allowed 

Mr.  Dillon 


to  trustees  under  the  Bill  for  procoring 
the  assent  of  their  ce9tu%  que  trusts.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  trustees  were 
under  the  necessity  of  proouriDg  the 
assent  of  all  persons  interested  in  the 
trust  fund,  and  a  great  number  of  them 
might,  at  this  season  of  the  year,  be  in 
different  parts  of  the  world,  so  that  their 
assent  could  not  be  procured  in  the  course 
of  a  few  days.  Then,  again,  when  the 
assent  of  the  Judge  was  required  before 
a  trustee  could  act,  the  difficulty  was  al- 
most greater.  He  assumed  that  it  was 
intended  to  obtain  the  Roytd  Assent  to 
the  Bill  on  Tuesday  next.  He  would 
remind  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  on  the  same  day  the  Courts  would 
rise  for  the  Easter  Vacation,  and  not  sit 
again  till  the  1 2th  of  April.  In  many 
cases,  he  apprehended  that  the  Vacation 
Judge  would  hardly  be  the  proper  per- 
son to  consider  applications  of  this  kind. 
Where  the  estate  was  being  administered 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  he  apprehended 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  apply  to 
the  Judge  to  whose  Court  the  particular 
estate  was  attached.  There  was  no 
chance  of  the  application  being  made 
before  the  1st  of  April,  and  if  all  these 
cases  were  to  be  left  to  the  Vacation 
Judge,  it  was  simply  impossible  for  him 
to  consider  the  numerous  cases  that 
would  be  brought  before  him.  TTnder 
those  circumstances,  and  expressing  his 
regret  that  he  had  not  been  able  to 
direct  attention  to  the  point  earlier,  he 
hoped  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  be  able,  if  not  in  that 
liouse,  in  ''another  place"  to  grant 
some  extension  of  time  within  which 
trustees  might  signify  their  assent  to 
the  scheme,  or  failing  to  do  so,  be  bound 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  The 
question  was  one  of  vital  importance  to 
trustees  generally,  and  for  their  sake  he 
thought  there  ought  to  be  some  exten- 
sion of  time  before  this  provision  became 
law. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  NaimJ 
said,  he  rose  to  move  the  re-committal 
of  the  Bill,  with  a  view  to  insert  the 
following  new  Clause  relating  to  the  re- 
investment of  trust  funds  : — 

'^  Any  trust  funds  now  invested  in  New  Throe 
Pounds  x)cr  Cent  Stock,  Consolidated  Three 
Pounds  per  Cent  Stock,  or  Reduced  Three 
Pounds  per  Cent  Stock  may,  instead  of  being 
converted  under  this  Act,  unless  it  is  speciid]^ 
prohibited  by  the  constitution  or  terms  of  the 
trust,  be  reinvested  by  the  trustees  thereof  in 
the  purchase  of — 
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"  ( 1 .)  Debentnre  stock  of  Railway  Companies 
in  Great  Britain  incorporated  by  Act  of 
Parliament ; 

••  (2.)  Preference  guaranteed  lien  annuity  or 
rent-charge  stock,  the  dividend  on  which 
is  not  contingent  on  the  profits  of  the  year 
of  such  Railway  Ck)mpanies  in  Great 
Britain  as  have  paid  a  dividend  on  their 
ordinary  stock  for  ten  years  immediately 
preceding  the  date  of  investment; 

**  (3.)  Stock  or  annuities  issued  by  any  Muni- 
cipal Corporation  of  Great  Britain,  which 
annuities  or  the  interest  or  dividend  upon 
Trhich  stock  are  secured  upon  rates  or  taxes 
levied  by  such  Municipal  Corporation 
under  the  authority  of  any  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment; 

"  (4.)  Stocks  or  other  public  funds  of  the  go- 
vernment of  any  colony  of  the  United 
Kingdom  approved  by  the  Chancery  Divi- 
sion of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  and  also 
bonds  or  documents  of  debt  of  any  such 
government  approved  as  aforesaid,  pro- 
vided such  stocks,  bonds,  or  others  are  not 
payable  to  bearer." 

He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
HouBe  shortly  to  a  somewhat  important 
point  in  regard  to  which  he   asked  to 
extend  the  power  of  investment.     Only 
yesterday  the  Government  had  assented 
to  an  extension  in  this  direction  by  pro- 
viding that  trust  funds  might  be  invested 
as  certain  funds  under  the  control  of  the 
Oourt  of  Chancery  were  allowed  to  be 
invested.    There  w^  a  general  feeling 
that  a  further  privilege  should  be  ex- 
tended to  trust  funds  dealt  with  by  the 
BilL     He,  therefore,  asked  the  House 
to  re-commit  the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
introducing    a    clause    extending    the 
power  of  investment  to  the  Debenture 
Stock  of  Bailway  Companies  in  Great 
Britain  incorporated  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, which  had  paid  a  dividend  on 
their  ordinary  Stock  for  10  years  imme- 
diately  preceding  the  date  of  invest- 
ment;   upon  the    Stock   or    annuities 
issued  by  municipal  corporations  and 
colonial  Stocks  or  other  public  funds 
approved  by  the  Chancery  Division  of 
the  High  Court  of  Justice.     He  would 
point  out  that  the  concession  made  yes- 
terday was  really  a  ybtj  small  exten- 
sion.    The  Court  of  Chancery  allowed 
tmstees  to  invest,  besides  the  ordinary 
Three  per  Cent  Government  Stock,   in 
India  Four  per  Cents,  in  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  Stocks,  and  on  mort- 
gage on  real  securities.     With  regard 
to  real  securities,  the  extension  of  the 
power  of  trustees  in  regard  to  invest- 
ment   was    very    trifling,   because,    in 
consequence  of   the  depression  in  the 
i^ne  of  land,  no  trustee  was  likely 


to  invest  funds  under  his  control  in 
real  property.  Therefore  real  securities 
must  be  put  aside  as  an  investment. 
Then,  with  regard  to  India  Four  per 
Cents  he  believed  there  was  a  sum  of 
£50,000,000  or  £60,000,000  in  which 
trustees  could  invest.  He  now  asked 
the  House  to  accept  his  proposition, 
because  a  precedent  had  already  been 
established  for  it  some  years  ago.  What 
he  asked  the  Government  to  do  in  this 
case  was  already  the  law  in  Scotland  in 
reference  to  trust  funds.  In  the  year 
1884,  an  Act  was  passed  providing  for 
the  investment  of  trust  funds  in  Scotland 
which  gave  to  trustees  in  Scotland  the 
identical  power  for  which  he  now  asked. 
He  did  not  think  the  House  would  say 
the  Scotch  people  were  not  prudent  in 
the  matter  of  investment,  and  if  they 
were  contented  to  have  a  power  of  this 
kind,  and  to  use  it  constantly,  it  was 
quite  evident  that  it  had  been  found  to 
work  efifeotually.  Therefore,  there 
would  be  no  danger  in  introducing  the 
same  provision  with  regard  to  trust 
funds  in  this  country.  All  that  he 
asked  was  that  the  power  already  given 
to  trustees  should  be  extended  to  other 
classes  of  security — such  as  Preference 
and  Debenture  Stocks  of  Bailway  Com- 
panies. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  referred 
to  them  in  introducing  the  Bill  as  having 
increased  very  much  in  value,  and  no  one 
could  doubt  that  they  were  a  flrst-olass 
security.  He  only  asked  that  such  Pre- 
ferential Stocks  should  be  available  as 
had  paid  a  dividend  on  their  Ordinary 
Stock  for  10  years  preceding  the  date  of 
investment.  In  the  first  place,  he  asked 
for  the  inclusion  of  the  Corporation 
Stocks  of  the  various  municipal  towns 
in  the  Kingdom.  He  thought  it  would 
be  conceded  that  these  were  as  safe 
an  investment  as  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  Stock.  That  was  an 
investment  already  approved  of  by 
the  Court  of  Chancery.  He  would  ask 
the  House  how  it  could  be  said  that 
the  Corporation  Stocks  of  the  various 
towns  of  the  country  and  the  equally 
valuable  Stock  created  by  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  were  not  ample 
security  for  the  investment  of  trust 
funds  ?  Everybody  knew  that  the  Cor- 
poration Stocks  of  such  towns  as  Bir- 
mingham, Liverpool,  and  Manchester 
were  a  most  valuable  security,  and 
he  asked  why  the  principle  which  had 
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already  been  adopted  in  regard  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  should  not 
be  extended  to  the  Stocks  of  these  vari- 
ous Corporations  ?  In  the  next  place,  he 
proposed  colonial  securities  as  another 
branch  of  investmont  which  had  operated 
well  in  Scotland.  Trustees  at  present 
might  invest  in  one  branch  of  Colonial 
Stock — namely,  the  India  Four  per 
Cents,  and  he  failed  to  see  why  they 
should  not  bo  able  to  invest  in  the  New 
South  Wales  Three- and-a-Half  per 
Cents,  as  well  as  in  the  India  Four  per 
Cents.  Nevertheless,  trustees  were  per- 
mitted to  invest  trust  funds  in  Indian 
Stock,  while  they  were  not  permitted  to 
invest  in  the  Stock  of  New  South  Wales 
and  other  Colonies.  The  clause  he  had 
drawn  up  contained  a  provision  that  the 
Court  of  Chancery  should  make  an  order 
as  to  which  of  the  Colonial  Stocks  trust 
funds  might  be  invested  in.  He  thought 
the  proposal  was  a  very  reasonable  one, 
and  ho  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  thoroughly  understand 
that  he  had  no  desire  to  interfere  with 
the  success  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's scheme,  nor  did  he  believe  that  his 
present  proposal  would  militate  in  any 
way  against  it.  He  did  not  think  that  it 
would  aflfcct  the  financial  scheme  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  any  degree 
whatever ;  but  inasmuch  as  the  scheme 
would  have  the  effect  of  necessarily  cut- 
ting down  small  incomes,  he  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  open  the  door 
to  other  securities,  by  means  of  which 
trustees  would  be  enabled  to  get  a  divi- 
dend equivalent  to  3  per  cent.  If  that 
were  not  done,  and  it  was  not  suggested 
that  they  would  affect  the  success  of  the 
financial  scheme,  the  impression  would 
got  abroad  that  the  object  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  to  convert  the 
Government  Stocks  into  Consols,  and  to 
compel  trustees  to  invest  in  them. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  asked  the 
House  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  re-committed 
for  the  purpose  of  introducing  the  clause 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  **now  read  the  third  time,"  and 
add  the  words  **  re-committed  in  respect 
of  a  New  Clause." — {Mr.  Anderson.) 

Question  proposed,  *'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Thb  CHANOELLOK  of  thb  EX- 
CHEQUEE  (Mr.QoscHBN)(  St-George's, 

Mr.  Anderson 


Hanover  Square)  said,  he  regretted  that 
the  Government  could  not  accept  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  desired  to 
substitute,  for  the  Consols  in  which 
parents  and  testators  had  desired  to  in- 
vest, a  variety  of  other  securities,  al- 
though it  was  the  evident  intention  of 
such  testators  to  bind  up  their  money 
tightly  in  Government  Becuritiea  and 
not  allow  them  to  be  invested  either 
in  Colonial  Bonds,  or  any  other 
securities.  The  Government  had  ffone 
as  far  as  it  could  by  proTioing 
yesterday  that  a  certain  limited  amount 
of  Stock  sanctioned  by  the  Court  of 
Chancery  might  take  the  place  of  Con- 
sols, and  every  person  who  chose  oould, 
by  re-investment  in  those  funds,  g^t  3 
per  cent,  because  the  Stocks  in  question 
would  give  them  3  pmr  cent.  But  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  went  beyond 
that,  and  proposed  to  include  Stocks  which 
gave  more  than  3  per  cent,  and  also 
gave  power  to  Trustees  to  choose  their 
investments.  Whether  that  was  a  right 
or  wrong  principle,  it  ought  to  be  looked 
at  apart  from  the  present  Bill ;  and  the 
question  whether  the  investments 
authorized  by  the  Court  of  Chancery 
ought  to  be  widened  or  not  could  not  come 
within  the  scope  of  that  measure.  He 
would  illustrate  that  point.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  seemed  to  suggest 
that  the  Court  of  Chancery  should  deter- 
mine what  kind  of  Colonial  Stock  might 
be  bought  in  place  of  Preference  Stock. 
He  could  hardly  imagine  the  Court  of 
Chancery  sitting  down  to  inquire  into 
the  condition  of  the  Colonies  in  order  to 
decide  which  of  the  Colonial  Stocks 
should  be  sanctioned  and  which  should 
not.  There  would  probably  be  a  jealousy 
on  the  part  of  the  Colonies  that  were 
left  out.  Again,  there  were  such  oases 
as  extravagant  Colonies  pilings  up  debt 
very  fast ;  and  he  did  not  think  that  the 
House  would  desire  to  substitute  any 
cases  where  the  testator  or  the  parent 
deliberately  wished  to  leave  tied  up  in 
Government  securities  investments  of 
the  class  included  in  the  proposali  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member.  TheGoyem- 
ment  had  gone  as  far  as  they  thought 
the  case  allowed.  They  had  admitted 
such  securities  as  had  been  sanctioned 
hitherto ;  but  they  could  not,  by  an  in- 
cidental clause  in  the  Bill,  re- open  or 
sanction  a  principle  of  far  wider  appli 
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tion — namely,  that  of  putting  Colonial 
and  other  Stocks  precisely  in  the  same 
position  as  the  Stocks  of  this  country. 
In  reply  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds),  he 
thonght  the  hoD.  Member  had  not 
noticed  Sub- section  3  of  Clause  9, 
which  provided  that  investment  in 
various  Stocks  sanctioned  by  the  Court 
of  Chancery  should  not  be  deemed  a 
change  of  investment.  He  would  engage 
himself  as  far  as  this — in  any  excep> 
tional  case  where  there  was  a  difficulty 
in  obtaining  the  sanction  of  all  the 
TmsteeSy  no  attempt  would  be  made  to 
take  any  advantage  of  any  delay,  official 
or  otherwise,  on  the  part  of  any  owner 
80  as  to  exclude  him  from  the  benefits 
of  the  Act.  The  Bill,  however,  had  been 
varied,  and  he  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  find  that  his  objection  had 
disappeared. 

Sib  HENEY  JAMES  (Bury,  Lan- 
ca»hire}  said,  he  could  not  understand 
why  the  Government  declined  to  accept 
the  suggestion  that  securities  sanctioned 
by  the  Court  of  Chancery  should  be 
available  for  the  investment  of  Trust 
Funds.  He  felt  the  force  of  the  criticism 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  upon  the  pro- 
position to  invest  in  a  variety  of  securi- 
ties ;  and  perhaps  it  would  not  be  right 
to  allow  a  Trustee  to  select  the  kind  of 
security  in  which  he  would  invest.  But 
he  was  not  asking  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  do  anything  of  a  specula- 
tive or  experimental  nature  ;  but  to 
follow  legislation  which  had  already 
been  sanctioned  by  the  House.  He 
failed  to  see  why  the  Government  eould 
not,  consistently  with  what  they  did 
yesterday,  extend  slightly  the  clause  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Norfolk 
(Mr.  Cozens-Hardy ) .  When  the  Settled 
ijands  Act  was  passed  in  1882  a  course 
was  taken  which  he  thought  might  with 
justice  be  followed  now,  seeing  that  it 
affected  the  matter  they  were  now  dis- 
cossiog.  It  was  determined  by  that  Act 
that  on  land  being  sold  the  money 
might  be  invested  on  Government  secu- 
rities, or  on  other  securities  which  the 
Act  described.  By  that  Act  the  Legis- 
lature allowed  the  money  of  a  testator 
to  be  invested  in  land,  and  set  forth 
what  was  to  be  done  with  the  profits 
deriTed  from  such  land.  Among  the 
sseorities  sanctioned  was  the  purchase 
of  the  Stock  of  any  Bailway  Company 
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I  which  had  for  10  years  before  the  date 
!  of  investment  paid  a  dividend   on  its 
ordinary  stock  and  shares.      His  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the    Member  for 
Elgin  and  Nairn  (Mr.  Anderson)  asked 
the  House  to  continue  in  this  instance 
what  was,   in  reality,    a  perfectly  safe 
piece  of  legislation ;  and  the  reason  they 
were  asked  to  do  so  was  that  the  step 
taken  by  the    Government  would  not 
secure  3  per  cent  from  investments  in 
Consols.     He  would  remind  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  were  not  really  asked  to 
interfere  with  any  principle  beyond  that 
which  was  interfered  with  yesterday. 
They  were  only  asked  to  extend  thQ 
clause,  so  as  to  enable  the  interest  upon 
invested  Trust  Funds  to  be  increased  from 
2i^  to  3  per  cent,  but  no  investment  would 
be  allowed  to  take  place  except  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Court  of  Chancery.     The 
Debenture  Stock  of  a  Eailway  Company 
which  had  paid  dividends  on  their  ordi- 
nary Stock  and  shares  for  10  years  must 
be  a  safe  investment.     He  did  not  ap- 
proach the  question  in   any  spirit  of 
hostility  towards  the  Government;  nor 
did  he  know  whether  it  would  be  better 
to  make  an  appeal  to  the  Government  in 
''  another  place,"  or  to  take  the  matter 
in  hand  now.     He  would  advise  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  not  to  press  the  Go- 
vernment now;  but  to    give  them   an 
opportunity  of  considering  the  matter. 
But  if  that  course  was  not  taken,  and  the 
Motion  was  pressed  to  a  Division,  he 
should  certainly  support  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend. 

Mr.  W.  BECKETT  (Nottingham- 
shire, Bassetlaw)  said,  that,  for  his  own 
part,  he  quite  agreed  with  the  order  em- 
bodied in  the  words  of  the  Amendment ; 
but  he  did  not  agree  with  the  words  of 
the  Preamble — 

'*  Unless  it  is  specially  prohibited  bj  the 
constitution  or  terms  of  the  trust." 

He  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  accept  the  suggestion  made 
from  the  Benches  opposite.  He  had 
received  a  considerable  number  of  letters 
from  various  persons  occupying  the 
position  of  Trustees  who  complained  of 
the  limited  range  of  investments ;  and 
he  thought  it  was  expedient  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should  en- 
large the  powers  of  investment  under 
the  sanction  of  the  Court  of  Chancery. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  it  was  only 
by  the  indulgence  of  the  House  that  he 
could  speak  a^ain.    He  would  earnestly 
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list  includes  a  large  number  of  applica-  [ 
tions    from    Dowrnpatrick    TJoion,    and  . 
why  no  special  list  was  pablisbed  for  | 
Downpatrick;    and,   if   he  can  say  at 
what  dates  sittings  of  a  Sub- Commission 
will  be  hold  to  hear  the  fair  re  at  ap- 
plications of  the  leaseholders  and  pre- 
sent tenants  from  the  Unions  of  Ban- 
bridge  and  Downpatrick  who  are  en- 
titled to  the  benefit  of  the  reduction  in 
respect  of  the  half-year's  rent  due  at 
1st  November  last? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said:  The  Land  CommissioDers  are  at 
present  on  Circuit  in  the  County  Clare, 
and  they  are  unable  to  furnish  the  re- 
quired information  until  Saturday  next. 

LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1886 
—THE  TENANTS  OF  THE  MARQUESS 
OF  LONDONDERRY,  CO.  DOWN. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  two  Circulars 
recently  sent  to  the  County  Down  tenants 
of  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  signed  by  His 
Excellency's  land  agent,  Mr.  Brownlow, 
in  which  the  Marquess  of  Londonderry 
holds  out  strong  inducements  to  the 
tenants  to  purchase  their  holdings,  and 
declares  his  inability  to  continue  to  give 
to  his  tenants  the  reduction — 

"  Which  he  has  granted  the  last  two  years, 
and  by  giving  which  he  has  received  absolutely 
nothing  from  his  own  property  ;  " 

whether  he  is  aware  that  owing  to 
charges  on  the  Londonderry  estates 
created  by  the  late  Marquess  of  Lon- 
donderry, and  not  on  account  of  any  de- 
fault on  the  part  of  the  tenants,  or  by 
reason  of  any  benefits  given  to  them  by 
the  landlord,  this  inability  to  accept  a 
reduced  rent  arises ;  and,  whether,  con- 
sidering that  according  to  present 
arrangements  none  of  the  fair  rent 
applications  made  by  the  tenants  of  the 
Marquess  of  Londonderry  aro  to  be 
listed  for  hearing  at  the  first  sitting  of 
the  County  Down  Sub-Commission  at 
Newtownards  in  May  next,  and  consider- 
ing that  nearly  4,000  applications  from 
County  Down  still  remain  unheard,  be 
will  now  take  steps  to  have  an  addi- 
tional Sub-Commission  appointed  for 
that  county  ? 

itr.  WCarian 


The  PAPLTAMENTART  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Hakmah) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied} 
said :  My  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  Circulars  in  question  through  the 
hon.  Member  who  puts  this  Question 
sending  them  to  me.  I  have  no  know- 
ledge as  to  whether  the  inability  to 
accept  a  reduced  rent  arises  from  charges 
on  the  estate  created  by  the  late  owner 
or  otherwise.  As  has  been  stated,  the 
Government  are  anxiously  considering 
the  steps  to  be  taken  to  deal  with  the 
arrears  of  business  in  the  Land  Ck>m- 
mission. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  —  CONVICTION  OP 
JOHN  RUSSELL  AT  BIBMINaHAM 
ASSIZES. 

Sir  JOHN  COMMERELL  (South- 
ampton)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  If  his  atten* 
tion  has  been  drawn  to  the  report  of  the 
trial  at  Birmingham  Assizes  of  John 
Russell,  aged  60,  alias  Cooper  and 
''Australian  Jemmy,"  who  was  sen- 
tenced to  15  years'  penal  servitude  for 
burglariously  entering  the  house  of  Dr. 
Robins,  surgeon,  Grantham  Road,  Bir- 
mingham, when  Mr.  Justice  Smith,  in 
passing  sentence,  said  the  prisoner  had 
been  twice  sentenced  to  transportation 
for  life,  and  also  to  10  years'  penal  aervi- 
tude  for  burglary  with  violence;  and, 
since  after  two  life  sentences  he  has  been 
set  at  liberty,  when  under  the  present 
system  this  offender  will  be  again  at 
large  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  This 
convict's  career  is  remarkable.  In  1850 
he  was  sentenced  to  transportation  for 
life  for  burglary.  This  sentence  was 
reduced  to  one  of  10  years  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  1853,  at  the  end  of  which 
time  he  was  pardoned.  It  1851  he  was 
again  sentenced  to  transportation  for 
I  life  for  wounding  with  intent;  but  he 
seems  to  have  escaped  from  Australia 
by  some  moans  or  other,  for  in  1875  he 
was  sentenced  in  this  country  to  10 
years'  penal  servitude  for  sacrilege.  He 
served  the  wbole  of  this  sentence,  and 
he  is  now  again  under  a  sentence  of  15 
years.  In  the  ordinary  course,  if  he 
behaves  well,  he  will  be  due  for  release  in 
1 1  years  five  months,  unless,  possibly,  the 
life  sentence  were  to  be  enforced. 
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INLAND  REVENUE— EXCISE  LICENCES 
—THE  EMPIRE  THEATRE,  LEICESTER 
SQUARE. 

Db.  CLAHK  (Caitliness)  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
the  Excise  Authorities  are  aware  that 
wines,  spirits,  and  beer  are  nightly  sold 
by  retail  at  the  Empire  Theatre,  Lei- 
cester Square,  London,  no  magistrates' 
licence  having  been  granted  for  the  sale 
of  excisable  articles  upon  such  premises; 
why  the  persons  concerned  in  such  sales 
have  not  been  proceeded  against  by  the 
Excise  Authorities ;  and,  whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Authorities  to  insti- 
tute proceedings? 

ThbCHANCELLOR  of  theEXOHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  The  Commissioners 
of  Inland  Bevenue  are  aware  that 
intoxicatiog  liquors  are  sold  by  retail  at 
the  EoQhpire  Theatre.  After  the  theatre 
had  been  licensed  by  the  Justices  as  a 
place  of  public  entertainment,  an  appli- 
cation was  made  to  tbe  Commissiocers  to 
issue  an  Excise  licence  for  the  sale  of 
liquors  there  under  Section  7  of  the  Act 
5  &  6  Will.  IV.  c.  39  ;  but  the  Commis- 
sioners were  advised  that  since  the  pass- 
ing of  the  Licensing  Act  of  1872,  they 
had  ceased  to  have  the  power  to  issue  a 
lioenoe  in  England  under  that  section 
for  any  place  except  a  theatre.  The 
point,  however,  is  not  free  from  doubt ; 
and  a  Rule  Nisi  for  a  mandamus  to  com- 
pel the  Commissioners  to  issue  the  licence 
was  granted  by  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  on  the  13th  of  December  last. 
Upon  service  of  this  Bule  the  Commis- 
sioners felt  they  were  not  justified  in 
objecting  to  the  sale  of  liquors,  or  in 
taking  any  steps  which  might  have  the 
effect  of  postponing  the  opening  of  the 
house,  and  tlurowing  a  large  number  of 
persons  out  of  employment.  They, 
therefore,  accepted  a  deposit  of  the 
amount  of  duty  which  would  be  payable 
oa  the  licence,  pending  the  argument  of 
the  Bole.  It  is  expected  that  the  Eule 
will  come  on  for  argument  in  the  course 
of  next  month. 

D&.  CLARK  asked,  whether  the  right 
hon«  Gentleman  was  aware  that  last 
year  an  application  was  made  to  the 
magistrates  for  a  licence,  which  was  re- 
fused, and  that  power  was  only  given  to 
the  Oommissioners  to  grant  a  special 
lioenoe  of  three  days,  and  that  those 
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I  three  days  had  been  going  on  ever  since 
Chri&fcmas  of  lasfc  year  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  Tbe  Commissioners 
have  not  granted  a  licence,  but  a  Eule 
JVisi  for  a  mandamus  to  compel  them  to 
do  so  has  been  granted ;  and  it  is  in 
consequence  of  that  that  the  sale  of  in- 
toxicating liquors  at  the  theatre  has 
been  permitted.  If  the  Commissioners 
are  held  to  have  been  right  in  refusing 
the  licence,  of  course  the  sale  will  be 
stopped. 


NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL 
—REDEMPTION  OF  UNCONVERTED 
STOCKS. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether,  in  order  that  holders  of  Con- 
sols and  Eeduced  Stock  may  know  ex- 
actly what  is  tbe  alternative  to  immediate 
conversion  of  their  Stocks  into  new  Stock, 
he  will  state  whether  a  year*s  notice  will 
be  given  immediately  after  the  1 1th  May 
of  the  redemption  of  all  or  any  uncon- 
verted Stocks ;  and,  if  not,  when  it  will 
be  given  ;  and,  is  another  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment necessary  to  enable  the  notice  to  be 
given,  or  to  redeem  the  Stocks  not  now 
converted  ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  pro- 
poses to  introduce  the  Bill  during  this 
Session  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  cf  the  EXCHE- 
QTJER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  1  am  unable  to  state 
at  present  when  or  where  this  notice 
will  be  given.  I  shall  not  be  able  to 
make  such  a  statement  until  the  result 
of  the  conversion  of  the  New  Threes  is 
practically  known  and  decided.  An- 
other Act  of  Parliament  is  not  necessary 
to  give  the  notice,  but  a  Eesolution  of 
the  House  would  be  necessary;  and  I 
hope,  within  a  short  time,  to  be  able  to 
state  whether  I  shall  propose  to  the 
House  to  pass  that  Eesolution  or 
not. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE:  Will  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  say  whether  any 
Act  of  Parliament  is  necessary  to  re- 
deem the  Stock. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  A  Eesolution  of 
notice  for  paying  off  the  Stock  by  instal- 
ments is  sufficient  for  the  purpose  ;  but 
if  larger  measures  were  proposed,  it 
might  to  necessary  to  pass  an  Act  of 
Parliament  to  direct  the  mode  and  man- 
ner in  which  the  payment  should  be 
made. 
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LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL-THE  COUNTY  COUN- 
CILS. 

Sir  JOHN  DOEINGTON  (Glouces- 
ter, Tewkesbury)  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
he  could  lay  upon  the  Table  before  the 
Easter  Eecess  a  Paper  showing  the  pro- 
bable number  of  members  of  the 
County  Councils  for  each  of  the  coun- 
ties I  in  England  and  Wales  under  the 
new  Local  Government  Bill  ? 

The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitohib) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  No, 
Sir ;  it  will  be  impossible  for  us  to  lay 
this  on  the  Table  before  Easter.  It  is 
a  matter  which  necessitates  much  in- 
vestigation. I  will,  however,  undertake 
to  lay  it  on  the  Table  before  the  Bill 
leaves  Committee. 


IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— THE  EDEN- 
DERRY  UNION. 

De.  fox  (King's  Co.,  Tullamore) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  When  he  can 
arrange  for  the  Land  Commissioners  to 
hear  the  large  number  of  eases  in  the 
Edenderry  Union,  and  so  relieve  the 
tenants  from  the  hardships  of  further 
delay  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDEE 
SECEETAEY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  A  Sub- Commission  will  sit  next 
month  for  that  portion  of  the  Eden- 
derry Union  which  is  in  the  County 
Meath.  No  sitting  has  yet  been  fixed 
for  the  other  portions  of  the  Union. 

Dr.  fox  :  Is  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  aware  that  nearly  four 
years  have  elapsed  since  a  sitting  has 
been  held  in  the  King's  County  Divi- 
sion, or  know  that  there  are  several 
hundred  oases  to  be  disposed  of? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN:  If  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  put  a  Notice  on 
the  Paper  I  will  make  inquiries. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) : 
This  is  a  matter  of  very  great  importance. 
The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
has  stated  several  times  that  the  Go- 
vernment were  giving  their  most  anxious 
consideration  to  this  vital  question. 
I  **  Order,  order  ! '']  If  necessary,  I  will 
move  the  adjournment  of  the  House, 
in  order  to  call  attention  to  the  ques- 
tion as  a  matter  of  urgent  public  im- 1  deen,  Perth,  anl  Stirling  ? 


portance.  I  wish  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  if  he  can  g^ve 
us  any  idea,  as  it  is  four  years  since  the 
Sub-Commissioners  sat  in  Edenderry 
Union,  when  his  anxious  consideration 
and  the  anxious  consideration  of  the 
Government  is  supposed  to  begin,  and 
when  it  is  likely  to  come  to  a  con- 
clusion ? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN:  I  should 
bo  exceedingly  surprised  if  I  discovered 
that  it  was  four  years,  or  anything  ap< 
preaching  four  years,  since  the  Sub- 
Commissioners  sat  in  the  King's 
County  Division  of  the  Edenderry 
Union. 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.)  : 
It  is  now  four  weeks  ago  since  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  told  me 
that  the  Government  were  anxiously 
•onsidering  whether  they  should  in- 
crease the  number  of  Sub-Commis- 
sioners. I  wish  to  know  whether  the 
Government  are  not  only  going  to  take 
the  question  into  conrfderation,  but  are 
going  to  keep  it  there  ? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY:  I  wish  to  ask 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  as  the 
Head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
for  an  answer  in  reference  to  this  im- 
portant question,  the  delay  in  reference 
to  which,  he  must  be  aware,  is  causing  a 
number  of  tenants  to  be  turned  into  care- 
takers. When  will  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment be  able  to  appoint  a  sufficient 
number  of  Sub -Commissioners  to  deal 
with  the  glut  of  Land  Commissioners* 
work  which  now  prevails  in  Ireland  ? 

Thb  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  This 
matter  has  received,  and  is  receiving, 
the  very  serious  consideration  of  the 
Government,  who  are  desirous  of  deal- 
ing with  the  question  at  the  earliest 
possible  moment.  But  it  is  one  which 
requires  very  careful  consideration.  [An 
hon.  Member  :  Ten  years.]  Having 
regard  to  the  fact  that  the  Land  Oom- 
mission  itself  is  on  the  point  of  ex- 
piring, there  will  be  no  delay  whatever 
in  dealing  with  the  matter. 


SCOTLAND  —  CROFTERS  AND  COTTARS 
IN  ELGIN,  &c. 

Mr.  ANDEESON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Will  the  Go- 
vernment agree  to  a  Eetum  of  the 
number  of  Crofters  and  Cottars  in  the 
Counties  of  Elgin,  Nairn,  Banff,  Aber^ 
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The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 
A.  Macdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St. 
Andrew's  Universities) :  As  I  have  re- 
peatedly stated  in  this  House,  the  ex- 
pressions "crofter"  and  "cottar"  do 
not  convey  the  same  meaning  in  dif- 
ferent parts  of  Scotland.  Such  a  Eeturn 
B8  the  hon.  Member  proposes  would, 
therefore,  be  misleading.  Besides,  there 
is  no  machinery  for  taking  such  a  Ee- 
tnm,  and  the  Government,  therefore, 
cannot  assent  to  it. 

Mb.  ANDEESON  asked,  whether  the 
words  did  not  convey  the  same  meaning 
in  the  Counties  of  Elgin  and  Nairn, 
Banff  and  Aberdeen. 

Mb.  J.  H.  A.  MACDONALD  said, 
he  could  not  name  the  counties ;  but  it 
was  undoubtedly  the  case  that  the  words 
had  not  the  same  meaning  in  all  the 
counties  referred  to  in  the  Question. 

IRELAND— THE  ENGLISH  DEPUTA- 
TION. 

Mb.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  an  English  deputa- 
tion who  recently  visited  Ireland  were 
watched  and  followed  from  place  to 
place  by  policemen  and  detectives ;  if 
80,  whether  such  a  course  was  taken  at 
the  request  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ;  whether  any  Eeports  were  made 
to  the  Government ;  and,  whether  such 
Eeports  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDEE 
8ECBETAEY  (Colonel  King-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  If  the  hon.  Member  is  so  good  as 
to  mention  the  English  deputation  to 
which  he  refers,  I  shall  be  glad  to  give 
him  the  information. 

ORDER   (METROPOLIS)— THE  SPECIAL 
CONSTABLES. 

Mb.  PICKEESGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
8.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  he  will 
state  the  total  cost  incurred  in  conse- 
qnence  of  the  recent  swearing-in  of 
special  constables  within  the  Metro- 
politan District ;  and,  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  an  account  of  the 
items  of  expenditure  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  in  reply, 
aaid,  the  total  cost  incurred  was  a  frac- 


tion over  £1,-500,  of  which  £1,033  odd 
were  for  truncheons  and  badges,  and  some- 
what under  £100  for  rent  and  lighting 
of  offices,  and  miscellaneous  expenses 
made  up  the  balance.  He  did  not  think 
any  useful  purpose  would  be  served  by 
laying  the  accounts  on  the  Table. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE- DELAYS  IN  THE 
CITY  OF  LONDON  COURT. 

Mr.  FIETH  (Dundee)  asked  Mr. 
Attorney  General,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  a  Petition,  re- 
cently presented  to  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
in  reference  to  delays  in  the  conduct  of 
business  in  the  City  of  London  Court ; 
and,  whether  he  is  able  to  say  whether 
the  Government  intend  to  take  any 
action  in  the  matter  ? 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  (Sir 
EiCHARD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) : 
My  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
Petition  referred  to  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member.  It  is  certainly 
signed  by  gentlemen  who  have  great 
experience  with  reference  to  business  in 
the  City  of  London  Court.  The  matter 
is  under  the  consideration  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  I  will  see  that  the  at- 
tention of  the  City  Authorities  is  also 
called  to  the  Petition. 

HOUSE      OF      COMMONS  —  MEMBERS' 

PLACES. 

Mr.  H.  GAEDNEE  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  drawn  to  the  inconvenience  at 
present  existing  with  regard  to  Mem- 
bers serving  on  Select  Committees  who 
wish  to  secure  places  in  the  House; 
and,  whether  he  will  give  facilities  for 
the  discussion  of  the  new  Eule  of  Pro- 
cedure on  that  subject  standing  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Hereford  (Sir  Joseph  Bailey),  and 
the  Amendment  thereto  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  North  Essex. 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  (in  reply) 
said,  he  was  aware  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
serving  on  Select  Committees  were  ex- 
posed to  considerable  inconvenience  in 
regard  to  the  seats  they  desired  to 
occupy  in  the  House.  He  thought  the 
question  was  one  which  deserved  con- 
sideration. He  hoped  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hereford  would  be 
reached  in  time.    Any    assistance    he 
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could  give  in  the  solution  of  the  diffi- 
culty would  be  heartily  givea. 

CIVIL     SERVANTS     AND     POLITICAL 
ASSOCIATIONS. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Donegal, 
E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
Whether  there  is  any  general  official  ob- 
jection, pending  the  decision  of  theEoyal 
Commission  on  Civil  Service  Depart- 
ments, to  any  Civil  Servant  in  this  coun- 
try being  a  member  of  the  **  Irish 
National  League  of  Great  Britain;'' 
and,  whether  the  question  is  left  by  the 
Treasury  to  be  separately  decided  by 
the  Heads  of  the  several  Departments  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  No  cir- 
cumstances have  as  yet  come  to  my 
knowledge  which  would  require  special 
Eegulations  to  be  issued  as  to  Civil 
Servants  joining  the  National  League 
of  Great  Britain.  As  I  have  before 
stated,  much  must  be  left  to  the  discre- 
tion of  Civil  Servants  themselves ;  and, 
while  we  strongly  deprecate  overt  acts 
indicating  violent  partizanship,  we  are 
unwilling  to  attempt  too  vigorously  to 
define  the  precise  limits  within  which  the 
political  opinion  of  Civil  servants  may 
legitimately  find  expression. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  asked, 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
say  specifically  whether  it  was  left  to  the 
discretion  of  the  Heads  of  difi'erent  De- 
partments to  decide  whether  A  might 
belong  to  the  Primrose  League  and  that 
B  could  not  belong  to  the  National 
League  of  Great  Britain  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  I  do  not  think 
that  any  such  authority  exists  with  the 
Heads  of  Departments  as  that  which  is 
suggested  by  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman. 

Subsequently, 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  said,  that 
as  he  had  not  been  able  to  obtain  a  clear 
idea  of  the  answer  given  by  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  he  wished  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  another  Ques- 
tion. It  was  this— whether  those  Mem- 
bers of  the  Civil  Service  of  Great 
Britain,  many  in  number,  who  belonged 
to  the  National  League,  were  by  so 
belonging  infringing  any  Eule  which 
exists  in  the  Civil  Service  generally; 
and,  whether  they  are  to  look  to  the 
Treasury  for  legality  for  their  position, 
or  look  to  the  Heads  of  their  several 
Departments  ? 

Mr.  JT.  JET.  Smith 


*  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  be  was  Bony 
he  could  rot  add  anythiog  to  the  aoswer 
given  to  the  hon.  Member. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACTS  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
land,  Cockermouth) :  I  wish  to  ask  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  a  Question 
of  which  I  have  not  given  him  Notice, 
Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  initiate  legislation 
to  carry  out  the  Eesolution  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Irish  Arrears  passed  by  this 
House  yesterday  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  Strand,  Westminster)  :  No. 
There  is  no  present  intention  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  do  so. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)-Arr()INTMENT  OF  AN  AD- 
DITIONAL JUDGE. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL 
(PaddingtoQ,  S.)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  with  reference  to 
an  Order  which  stands  in  his  name  for 
the  appointment  of  an  additional  Judge 
to  the  Chancery  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice,  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  the  Government  to  deal  with 
it  to-night  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  Yes; 
unless  there  is  a  strong  ohjection  to  its 
being  proceeded  with.  It  was  repre- 
sented that  there  was  urgent  necessitj 
for  additional  strength. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL: 
Am  I  wrong  in  supposing  that  this  is 
the  first  notice  which  the  House  has  had 
of  the  intention  of  the  Government  in 
the  matter  ?  The  House,  up  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  has  had  no  information  as  to 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  ap- 
point an  additional  Judge,  imposing  a 
further  burden  of  £5,000  a-year. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  replied  that  the 
Notice  was  put  on  the  Paper  on  Tuesday 
last.  Undoubtedly,  there  would  be  an 
additional  charge  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL: 
Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  wish  the 
House  to  decide  absolutely  to-night  as 
to  this  additional  appointment  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  stated  that  I 
would  not  press  the  matter  if  there  was 
any  strong  objection. 
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THE  METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OP 
WORKS— THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION 
OF  INQUIRY. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Firth  (Dundee), 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  fob 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  he 
apprehended  that  the  Eoyal  Commission 
of  Inquiry  with  reference  to  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  would  retro- 
spectively include  everything  from  the 
foundation  of  the  Board. 

MR.  DILLON  AND  SIR  MICHAEL  HICKS- 
BEACH— PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.) :  I  wish  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  West  Bristol  a  Question  in  refer- 
ence to  a  speech  which  he  is  reported  to 
have  made  in  the  East  of  London  last 
night.  He  is  reported  to  have  used  these 
words — 

"  Our  opponents  may  be  loyal  subjects  of  the 
Qneen.  but  it  is  difficult  for  us  to  understand 
how  that  loyalty  is  compatible  with  intimate 
a«ociation  with  men  who — as  I  myself  heard 
the  other  night  in  the  House  of  Commons  — 
make  it  a  grievance  that  Her  Majesty's  soldiers 
ahonld  beguile  a  tedious  march  by  singing  *  God 
Bare  the  Queen,' " 

I  wish,  in  the  first  place,  to  ask  whether 
that  is  a  correct  report  of  his  speech  ? 

The  PRESIDENT  of  thb  BOAED 
OF  TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
(BristoJ,  W.):  Yes,  Sir. 

Mb.  DILLON :  Under  those  circum- 
stances, I  must  claim  the  right  to  ad- 
dress a  personal  explanation  to  the 
House,  as  I  presume  the  charge  is 
levelled  against  myself. 

8iB  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  as- 
sented. 

Mb.  DILLON :  I  regret  to  be  obliged. 
Sir,  to  say  that  I  consider  it  to  be  a 
rery  gross  misrepresentation.  I  wish 
to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
what  the  nature  of  the  charge  is.  It  is 
perfectly  specific.  It  charges  me  with 
haying  made  it  a  matter  of  grievance 
that  the  soldiers  of  the  Queen  should 
beguile  a  tedious  march  by  singing 
*•  God  save  the  Queen."  What  are  the 
circumstances  of  which  I  complain  ?  To 
begin  with,  there  was  no  tedious  march. 
The  soldiers  of  the  Queen  were  brought 
into  Ennis  on  the  occasion  of  a  Nation- 
alist demonstration  of  a  very  advanced 
diaracter.  Into  the  merits  of  the  de- 
monsiration  it  is  not  necessary  for  me  to 


enter.     They  were  brought  to  the  town 
for  the  purpose  of  maintaining  the  peace 
of  the  town  if  the  peace  was  disturbed  ; 
and  as  usual,  upon  such  occasions,  they 
were  confined  to  the  barracks  while  the 
demonstration  was  going  on.     I  now 
come  to  what  I  complain  of.     The  sol- 
diers, instead  of  being  confined  to  the 
barrack  until  the  crowds  had  dispersed 
after  the  demonstration  was  over  (as  is 
usual  on  occasions  of   the  kind)  were 
marched  out  of  the  barracks  while  the 
streets  wore  thronged  by  thousands  of 
persons  who  were  returniog  from  the 
demonstration.      They    were    marched 
against  these  thronging  thousands,  at 
the  imminent  danger  of  a  collision ;  and 
while  the  marching  was  going  on  they 
sang  **  God  save  the  Queen  "  and  **  Eule 
Britannia,"  and  they  were  headed  by 
the  Resident    Magistrate,    who    might 
have  to  sit  on  the  Bench  as  Judge  after- 
wards, who  is  I  am  informed,  specially 
appointed  to  sit  and  adjudicate  in  the 
district.     I  leave  it  to  this  House,  and 
think  it  is  eminently  a    case   for    per- 
sonal explanation,   as  to  whether  it  is 
right  for  a  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  so 
outrageously  misrepresent  the  action  of 
a  fellow  Member  of    this   House    for 
political  purposes,  and  I  shall  merely 
conclude  by  placing  the  two  statements 
side  by  side.     The  statement  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
West  Bristol  is  that  I  complained  of  Her 
Majesty *8   soldiers    beguiling  a  weary 
march    by     singing    **  God    save    the 
Queen."     Well,  I  complain  of  four  or 
five  things,  which  I  shall  now  repeat — 
There  was  no  weary  march  in  the  ques- 
tion at  all.     I  complain  of  the  soldiers 
being  turned  out  of  the  barracks  beforo 
the  crowd  had  left  the  town,  which  they 
were  doing  peaceably.    I  complain  of 
those  soldiers  being  marched  through 
an  excited  crowd  when  there  was  not  a 
shadow  of  disturbance,  and  when  they 
ought  to  have  been  kept  in  barracks ; 
and  I  complain  of  their  singing  songs  on 
that  march,  a  course  which  was  never 
pursued  by  soldiers  in  that  district  be- 
fore,   although    they    have    been    fre- 
quently brought   in  for  a  similar  pur- 
pose;  and,  finally,  I  complain  that  a 
man  who  might  be,  if  any  riot  occurred, 
sitting  on  the  Bench,  returning  at  the 
head  of  those  soldiers,  in  the  face  of  the 
people,  singing  *'  Rule  Britannia."    It 
is  not  a  question  of  whether  it  is  a  right 
or  wrong.    The  question  is  whether  the 
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right  hon.  Gentleman  stated  what  was 
true  or  not ;  and  I  have  now  told  you 
what  I  complained  of,  and  I  leave  it  to 
the  House  to  judge  whether  or  not 
that  was  a  fair  and  honest  representa- 
tion. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  I 
will  simply  say  that  the  hon.  Member 
has  not  had  the  courtesy  to  give  me 
private  Notice  of  his  intention  to  bring 
this  matter  forward,  and  therefore  I 
have  not  been  able  to  refer  to  the  an- 
swer given  by  my  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  (Colonel  King-Harman)  to  the 
Question  asked  by  the  hon.  Member  the 
other  night.  I  am,  like  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, quite  content  to  leave  the  matter  to 
the  judgment  of  the  House — who  know 
what  the  Question  and  Answer  were.  It 
is  my  impression  that  the  effect  of  the 
Question  and  Answer  is  precisely  what  I 
represented. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IREIiAND)  — 
SALARIES  OF  DIVISIONAL  MAGIS- 
TRATES—LEGISLATION. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  To  inform 
the  House  when  the  Government  pro- 
posed to  introduce  the  Bill  to  legalize 
the  payment  of  salaries  to  Divisional 
Magistrates  in  Ireland  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  It  will 
depend  very  much  on  the  course  of  Public 
Business ;  but  I  hope  the  Bill  will  be 
brought  in  shortly. 

ORDERS     OF    TRF.    LAY. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL. 
{^Mr,  Courtney y  Mr,  Chancellor  of  (he  Exchequer, 

Mr.  Jackson.) 

[bill   164.]      THIRD   READING. 

Order  for  Third  Reading  read  ( Queen^s 
Consent,  and  Prince  of  Wales'  Consent 
as  Duke  of  Cornwall,  siffnijied). 

Motion  mado,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the 
third  time." — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.) 

Mr.  DODDS  (Stockton)  said,  that  his 
attention  had  been  called  that  morning 
to  the  provision  contained  in  Clause  5 
as  to  the  difficulty  which  would  arise 
owing  to  the  shortiiess  of  time  allowed 

Mr.  Dillon 


to  trustees  under  the  Bill  for  procnring 
the  assent  of  their  eestui  que  trusts.  It 
must  be  remembered  that  trustees  were 
under  the  necessity  of  procuring  the 
assent  of  all  persons  interested  in  the 
trust  fund,  ana  a  great  number  of  them 
might,  at  this  season  of  the  year,  be  in 
different  parts  of  the  world,  so  that  their 
assent  could  not  be  procured  in  the  course 
of  a  few  days.  Then,  again,  when  the 
assent  of  the  Judge  was  required  before 
a  trustee  could  act,  the  difficulty  was  al* 
most  greater.  Ho  assumed  that  it  was 
intended  to  obtain  the  Royal  Assent  to 
the  Bill  on  Tuesday  next.  He  would 
remind  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
that  on  the  same  day  the  Courts  would 
rise  for  the  Easter  Vacation,  and  not  sit 
again  till  the  1 2th  of  April.  In  many 
cases,  he  apprehended  that  the  Vacation 
Judge  would  hardly  be  the  proper  per- 
son to  consider  applications  of  this  kind. 
Where  the  estate  was  being  administered 
in  the  Court  of  Chancery,  he  apprehended 
that  it  would  be  necessary  to  apply  to 
the  Judge  to  whose  Court  the  particular 
estate  was  attached.  There  was  no 
chance  of  the  application  being  made 
before  the  1st  of  April,  and  if  all  these 
cases  were  to  be  left  to  the  Vacation 
Judge,  it  was  simply  impossible  for  him 
to  consider  the  numerous  cases  that 
would  be  brought  before  him.  Under 
those  circumstances,  and  expressing  his 
regret  that  he  had  not  been  able  to 
direct  attention  to  the  point  earlier,  he 
hoped  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  be  able,  if  not  in  that 
House,  in  **  another  place  "  to  grant 
some  extension  of  time  within  which 
trustees  might  signify  their  assent  to 
the  scheme,  or  failing  to  do  so,  be  bound 
by  the  provisions  of  the  Act.  The 
question  was  one  of  vital  importance  to 
trustees  generally,  and  for  their  sake  be 
thought  there  ought  to  be  some  exten- 
sion of  time  before  this  provision  became 
law. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn! 
said,  he  rose  to  move  the  re-committal 
of  the  Bill,  with  a  view  to  insert  the 
following  new  Clause  relating  to  the  re- 
investment of  trust  funds  : — 

*  *  Any  trust  funds  now  invested  in  New  Three 
Pounds  per  Cent  Stock,  Consolidated  Three 
Pounds  per  Cent  Stock,  or  Reduced  Three 
Pounds  per  Cent  Stock  may,  instead  of  being 
converted  under  this  Act,  unless  it  is  speciid^ 
prohibited  by  the  constitution  or  terms  of  the 
trust,  be  reinvested  by  the  trustees  thereof  in 
the  purchase  of — 
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''  ( 1 .)  Debenture  stock  of  Railway  Companies 
in  Great  Britain  incorporated  by  Act  of 
Parliament ; 

"  (2.)  Preference  guaranteed  lien  annuity  or 
rent-charge  stock,  the  dividend  on  which 
is  not  contingent  on  the  profits  of  the  year 
of  such  Kulway  Companies  in  Great 
Britain  as  have  paid  a  dividend  on  their 
ordinary  stock  for  ten  years  immediately 
preceding  the  date  of  investment; 

'*  (3.)  Stock  or  annuities  issued  by  any  Muni- 
cipal Corporation  of  Great  Britain,  which 
annuities  er  the  interest  or  dividend  upon 
which  stock  are  secured  upon  rates  or  taxes 
levied  by  such  Municipal  Corporation 
under  the  authority  of  any  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment; 

"  (4.)  Stocks  or  other  public  funds  of  the  go- 
Temmcnt  of  any  colony  of  the  United 
Kingdom  approved  by  the  Chancery  Divi- 
sion of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  and  also 
bonds  or  documents  of  debt  of  any  such 
government  approved  as  aforesaid,  pro* 
Tided  such  stocks,  bonds,  or  others  are  not 
payable  to  bearer." 

He  wished  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
HonBe  shortly  to  a  somewhat  important 
point  in  regard  to  which  he   asked  to 
extend  the  power  of  investment.     Only 
yesterday  the  Government  had  assented 
to  an  extension  in  this  direction  by  pro- 
viding that  trust  funds  might  be  invested 
as  certain  funds  under  the  control  of  the 
Oourt  of  Chancery  were  allowed  to  be 
invested.    There  w^  a  general  feeling 
that  a  farther  privilege  should  be  ex- 
tended to  trust  funds  dealt  with  by  the 
BilL     He,  therefore,  asked  the  House 
to  re-commit  the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
introducing    a    clause    extending    the 
power  of  investment  to  the  Debenture 
Stock  of  Bailway  Companies  in  Great 
Britain  incorporated  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, which  had  paid  a  dividend  on 
their  ordinary  Stock  for  10  years  imme- 
diately preceding  the  date  of  invest- 
ment;   upon  the    Stock   or    annuities 
issued  by  municipal  corporations  and 
oolonial  Stocks  or  other  public  funds 
approved  by  the  Chancery  Division  of 
ue  High  Court  of  Justice.     He  would 
point  out  that  the  concession  made  yes- 
terday was  really  a  very  small  exten- 
non.     The  Court  of  Chancery  allowed 
trostees  to  invest,  besides  the  ordinary 
Three  per  Cent  Government  Stock,   in 
India  Four  per  Cents,  in  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  Stocks,  and  on  mort- 
gage on  real  securities.     With  regard 
to  real  securities,  the  extension  of  the 
power  of  trustees  in  regard  to  invest- 
ment   was    very    trifling,   because,    in 
eooflequence  of  the  depression  in  the 
Talae  of  land,  no  trustee  was  likely 


to  invest  funds  under  his  control  in 
real  property.  Therefore  real  securities 
must  be  put  aside  as  an  investment. 
Then,  with  regard  to  India  Four  per 
Cents  he  believed  there  was  a  sum  of 
£50,000,000  or  £60,000,000  in  which 
trustees  could  invest.  He  now  asked 
the  House  to  accept  his  proposition, 
because  a  precedent  had  already  been 
established  for  it  some  years  ago.  What 
he  asked  the  Government  to  do  in  this 
case  was  already  the  law  in  Scotland  in 
reference  to  trust  funds.  In  the  year 
1884,  an  Act  was  passed  providing  for 
the  investment  of  trust  funds  in  Scotland 
which  gave  to  trustees  in  Scotland  the 
identical  power  for  which  he  now  asked. 
He  did  not  think  the  House  would  say 
the  Scotch  people  were  not  prudent  in 
the  matter  of  investment,  and  if  they 
were  contented  to  have  a  power  of  this 
kind,  and  to  use  it  constantly,  it  was 
quite  evident  that  it  had  been  found  to 
work  effectually.  Therefore,  there 
would  be  no  danger  in  introducing  the 
same  provision  with  regard  to  trust 
funds  in  this  country.  All  that  he 
asked  was  that  the  power  already  given 
to  trustees  should  be  extended  to  other 
classes  of  security — such  as  Preference 
and  Debenture  Stocks  of  Bailway  Com- 
panies. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  referred 
to  them  in  introducing  the  Bill  as,  having 
increased  very  much  in  value,  and  no  one 
could  doubt  that  they  were  a  first-class 
security.  He  only  asked  that  such  Pre- 
ferential Stocks  should  be  available  as 
had  paid  a  dividend  on  their  Ordinary 
Stock  for  10  years  preceding  the  date  of 
investment.  In  the  first  place,  he  asked 
for  the  inclusion  of  the  Corporation 
Stocks  of  the  various  municipal  towns 
in  the  Kingdom.  He  thought  it  would 
be  conceded  that  these  were  as  safe 
an  investment  as  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  Stock.  That  was  an 
investment  already  approved  of  by 
the  Court  of  Chancery.  He  would  ask 
the  House  how  it  could  be  said  that 
the  Corporation  Stocks  of  the  various 
towns  of  the  country  and  the  equally 
valuable  Stock  created  by  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  were  not  ample 
security  for  the  investment  of  trust 
fundi  ?  Everybody  knew  that  the  Cor- 
poration Stocks  of  such  towns  as  Bir- 
mingham, Liverpool,  and  Manchester 
were  a  most  valuable  security,  and 
he  asked  why  the  principle  which  had 
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already  been  adopted  in  regard  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  should  not 
be  extended  to  the  Stocks  of  these  vari- 
ous Corporations  ?  In  the  next  place,  he 
proposed  colonial  securities  as  another 
branch  of  investment  which  had  operated 
well  in  Scotland.  Trustees  at  present 
might  invest  in  one  branch  of  Colonial 
Stock — namely,  the  India  Four  per 
Cents,  and  ho  failed  to  see  why  they 
should  not  be  able  to  invest  in  the  New 
South  Wales  Three- and-a-Half  per 
Cents,  as  well  as  in  the  India  Four  per 
Cents.  Nevertheless,  trustees  were  per- 
mitted to  invest  trust  funds  in  Indian 
Stock,  while  they  were  not  permitted  to 
invest  in  the  Stock  of  New  South  Wales 
and  other  Colonies.  The  clause  he  had 
drawn  up  contained  a  provision  that  the 
Court  of  Chancery  should  make  an  order 
as  to  which  of  the  Colonial  Stocks  trust 
funds  might  be  invested  in.  He  thought 
the  proposal  was  a  very  reasonable  one, 
and  he  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  would  thoroughly  understand 
that  he  had  no  desire  to  interfere  with 
the  success  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man's scheme,  nor  did  he  believe  that  his 
present  proposal  would  militate  in  any 
way  against  it.  He  did  not  think  that  it 
would  affect  the  financial  scheme  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  any  degree 
whatever ;  but  inasmuch  as  the  scheme 
would  have  the  effect  of  necessarily  cut- 
ting down  small  incomes,  he  asked  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  open  the  door 
to  other  securities,  by  means  of  which 
trustees  would  be  enabled  to  get  a  divi- 
dend equivalent  to  3  per  cent.  If  that 
were  not  done,  and  it  was  not  suggested 
that  they  would  affect  the  success  of  the 
financial  scheme,  the  impression  would 
get  abroad  that  the  object  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  was  to  convert  the 
Government  Stocks  into  Consols,  and  to 
compel  trustees  to  invest  in  them. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  asked  the 
House  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  re-committed 
for  the  purpose  of  introducing  the  clause 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
words  **now  read  the  third  time,"  and 
add  the  words  **  re-committed  in  respect 
of  a  New  Clause." — {Mr.  Anderson.) 

Question  proposed,  ^'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EX- 
CHEQUEE  (Mr.GosonEN)(St.George'fl, 

Mr.  Anderson 


Hanover  Square)  said,  he  regretted  that 
the  Government  could  not  accept  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  desired  to 
substitute,  for  the  Consols  in  which 
parents  and  testators  had  desired  to  in- 
vest, a  variety  of  other  securitieB,  al- 
though it  was  the  evident  intention  of 
such  testators  to  bind  up  their  money 
tightly  in  Gt)vernment  securities  and 
not  allow  them  to  be  invested  either 
in  Colonial  Bonds,  or  any  other 
securities.  The  Government  had  gone 
as  far  as  it  could  by  proTioing 
yesterday  that  a  certain  limited  amount 
of  Stock  sanctioned  by  the  Court  of 
Chancery  might  take  the  place  of  Con- 
sols, and  every  person  who  chose  eoold, 
by  re-investment  in  those  funds,  get  3 
per  cent,  because  the  Stocks  in  question 
would  give  them  3  per  cent,  ^ut  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  went  beyond 
that,  and  proposed  to  include  Stocks  which 
gave  more  than  3  per  cent,  and  also 
gave  power  to  Trustees  to  choose  their 
investments.  Whether  that  was  a  right 
or  wrong  principle,  it  ought  to  be  looked 
at  apart  from  the  present  Bill ;  and  the 
question  whether  the  investments 
authorized  by  the  Court  of  Chancery 
ought  to  be  widened  or  not  could  not  come 
within  the  scope  of  that  measure.  He 
would  illustrate  that  point.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  seemed  to  suggest 
that  the  Court  of  Chancery  should  deter- 
mine what  kind  of  Colonial  Stock  might 
be  bought  in  place  of  Preference  Stock. 
He  could  hardly  imagine  the  Court  of 
Chancery  sitting  down  to  inquire  into 
the  condition  of  the  Colonies  in  order  to 
decide  which  of  the  Colonial  Stocks 
should  be  sanctioned  and  which  should 
not.  There  would  probably  be  a  jealousy 
on  the  part  of  the  Colonies  that  were 
left  out.  Again,  there  were  such  cases 
as  extravagant  Colonies  piling  up  debt 
very  fast ;  and  he  did  not  think  that  tke 
House  would  desire  to  substitute  any 
cases  where  the  testator  or  the  parent 
deliberately  wished  to  leave  tied  up  in 
Government  securities  investments  of 
the  class  included  in  the  proposals  of  the 
hoD.  and  learned  Member.  TheGoYem- 
ment  had  gone  as  far  as  they  thought 
the  case  allowed.  They  had  admitted 
such  securities  as  had  been  sanctioned 
hitherto ;  but  they  could  not,  by  an  in- 
cidental clause  in  the  Bill,  re- open  <ir 
sanction  a  principle  of  far  wider  applioii- 
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tion — samely,  that  of  putting  Colonial 
and  other  Stocks  precisely  in  the  same 
position  as  the  Stocks  of  this  country. 
In  reply  to  the  question  of  the  bon. 
Member  for  Stockton  (Mr.  Dodds),  he 
thought  the  hon.  Member  had  not 
noticed  Sub- section  3  of  Clause  9, 
which  provided  that  investment  in 
various  Stocks  sanctioned  by  the  Court 
of  Chancery  should  not  be  deemed  a 
change  of  investment.  He  would  engage 
himself  as  far  as  this — in  any  excep- 
tional case  where  there  was  a  difficulty 
in  obtaining  the  sanction  of  all  the 
Trustees,  no  attempt  would  be  made  to 
take  any  advantage  of  any  delay,  official 
or  otherwise,  on  the  part  of  any  owner 
BO  aa  to  exclude  him  from  the  benefits 
of  the  Act.  The  Bill,  however,  had  been 
varied,  and  he  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  find  that  his  objection  had 
disappeared. 

Sib  henry  JA.MES  (Bury,  Lan- 
cashire)  said,  he  could  not  understand 
why  the  Government  declined  to  accept 
the  suggestion  that  securities  sanctioned 
by  the  Court  of  Chancery  should  be 
available  for  the  investment  of  Trust 
Funds.  He  felt  the  force  of  the  criticism 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  upon  the  pro- 
position to  invest  in  a  variety  of  securi- 
ties ;  and  perhaps  it  would  not  be  right 
to  allow  a  Trustee  to  select  the  kind  of 
security  in  which  he  would  invest.  But 
he  was  not  asking  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  do  anything  of  a  specula- 
tive or  experimental  nature  ;  but  to 
follow  legislation  which  had  already 
been  sanctioned  by  the  House.  He 
fuled  to  see  why  the  Go^emment  eould 
ooty  consistently  with  what  they  did 
yesterday,  extend  slightly  the  clause  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Norfolk 
(Mr.  Cozens-Hardy).  When  the  Settled 
Lands  Act  was  passed  in  1882  a  course 
was  taken  which  he  thought  might  with 
jnstiee  be  followed  now,  seeing  that  it 
affeoted  the  matter  they  were  now  dis- 
eossiog.  It  was  determined  by  that  Act 
that  on  land  being  sold  the  money 
might  be  invested  on  Government  secu- 
rities, or  on  other  securities  which  the 
Aet  deseribed.  By  that  Act  the  L 
lainre  allowed  the  money  of  a  tes  s-or 
to  be  invested  in  land,  and  set  : 
what  was  to  be  done  with  the 
derived  from  such  L 
ssearities  sanotioned  « 
«r  the  Stock  of  any 


I  which  had  for  10  years  before  the  date 
I  of  investment  paid  a  dividend   on  its 
ordinary  stock  and  shares.      His  hon. 
and  lesumed  Friend  the    Member  for 
Elgin  and  Nairn  (Mr.  Anderson)  asked 
the  House  to  continue  in  this  instance 
what  was,   in  reality,    a  perfectly  safe 
piece  of  legislation  ;  and  the  reason  they 
were  asked  to  do  so  was  that  the  step 
taken  by  the    (Government  would  not 
secure  3  per  cent  from  investments  in 
Consols.     He  would  remind  the  Govern- 
ment that  they  were  not  really  asked  to 
interfere  with  any  principle  beyond  that 
which  was  interfered   with  yesterday. 
They  were  only  asked  to  extend  the 
clause,  so  as  to  enable  the  interest  upon 
invested  Trust  Funds  to  be  increased  from 
2}  to  3  per  cent,  but  no  investment  would 
be  allowed  to  take  place  except  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Court  of  Chancery.     The 
Debenture  Stock  of  a  Eailway  Company 
which  had  paid  dividends  on  their  ordi- 
nary Stock  and  shares  for  10  years  must 
be  a  safe  investment.     He  did  not  ap- 
proach the  question  in   any  spirit  of 
hostility  towards  the  Government ;  nor 
did  he  know  whether  it  would  be  better 
to  make  an  appeal  to  the  Government  in 
^'  another  place,"  or  to  take  the  matter 
in  hand  now.     He  would  advise  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  not  to  press  the  Go- 
vernment now;  but  to    give  them   an 
opportunity  of  considering  the  matter. 
But  if  that  course  was  not  taken,  and  the 
Motion  was  pressed  to  a  Division,  he 
should  certainly  support  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend. 

Mb.  W.  BECKETT  (Nottingham- 
shire, Bassetlaw)  said,  that,  for  his  own 
part,  he  quite  agreed  with  the  order  em- 
bodied in  the  words  of  the  Amendment ; 
but  he  did  not  agree  with  the  words  of 
the  Preamble — 

'*  Unless  it  is  specially  prohibited  by  the 
constitution  or  terms  of  the  trust." 

He  hoped  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  accept  the  suggestion  made 
from  the  Benches  opposite.  He  had 
received  a  considerable  number  of  letters 
from  various  persons  occupying  the 
position  of  Trustees  who  complained  of 
the  limited  range  of  investments ;  and 
he  tho  ht  it  w^«  expedient  that  the 
0  lequer  should  en- 

t  under 
)ery. 
mly 
I  he 

r 


63 


Nattoml  Debt 


JOOMMONS} 


{Cimvtr»i<m)  BiU. 


64 


entreat  the  House  to  pause  before  ac- 
cepting the  principle  laid  down  by  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  opposite 
(Sir  Henry  James).    The  House  must 
not  only  look  at  the  narrow  point,  im- 
portant as  it  was,  of  raising  the  income 
of  a  certain  special  class.     [Sir  Hbnrt 
James  :    Maintaining.]     It  meant  rais- 
ing the  income  from  the  amount  which 
would  be  derived  from  Consols.    There 
was  a  much  greater  principle  involved. 
The  suggestion  and    the    Amendment 
came  to  this — that  new  investments  and 
other  securities,  such  as  Eailway  Deben- 
tures, were  to  bo  placed  on  the  same 
footing  as  Government  Stock.    A  pre- 
cedent had  been  quoted  to  show  that  the 
concession  had  already  been  made,  and 
that  railway  securities  were  looked  upon 
as  being  as  sound  as  land.     This  was 
not  a  question  which  could  be  dealt  with 
in  a  hurry,  inyolving,  as  it  did,  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  principle  that  Govern- 
ment securities  were  to  be  displaced 
from  the  position  which  they  had  held 
hitherto,  of  being  confined  to  a  small 
select  number  of  securities  sanctioned 
by  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  that  a 
much  broader  range  should  be  given  to 
investments.     The  proposal,  if  adopted, 
would  really  strike  a  blow  on  what  he 
might  call  the  credit  of  the  State.     He 
would  not  say  it  was  a  matter  that  ought 
not  to  be  allowed;    but  he  thought  it 
ought  not  to  be  done  until  it  had  received 
the  fullest  consideration.     He  suggested 
that  the  question  should  be  raised  upon 
Lord  Herschell's  Bill  with  regard  to  the 
power  of  trustees.    When  that  Bill  came 
before  the  House  the  matter  might  be 
thoroughly  discussed ;  but  it  could  not 
be  conveniently  dealt  with  on  the  present 
occasion.  What  he  wished  to  press  upon 
the  House  was  that  in  attempting  to  deal 
with  a  certain  limited  number   of  cases 
they  were  really  introducing  a  new  prin- 
ciple into  the  finances  of  the  State,  which 
might    be    fraught    with    considerable 
danger.      He   was  sure   that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite  would  be  aw6ire  of 
the  force  of  this  objection  ;  because  when 
once  they  admitted  a  security,  and  the 
security  was  found  to  be  unsatisfactory, 
it  would  be  extremely  difficult  to  go 
back.     He  had  been  treated  with  such 
singular    courtesy    and    consideration 
during   the   whole  of   the  debates  on 
this  Bill,  and  he  had  found  such  a  spirit 
of  co-operation  in  all  parts  of  the  House, 
that  he  was  most  reluctant  to  establish  I 
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a  point  of  difference  with  any  hon.  or 
right  hon.  Gentleman;  but  aoting  as 
guardian  of  the  public  purse,  be  could 
not  depart  from  the  principle  to  which 
he  attached  so  much  force. 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  said,  the  reason  given  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for 
resisting  the  Amendment  was  that  it  was 
undesirable  to  raise  such  a  broad  prin- 
ciple, as  this  appeared  to  be,  on  the 
last  stage  of  the  Bill  in  that  Houae. 
He  (Mr.  Fowler)  would,  however,  point 
out  that  the  question  was  very  fully 
discussed  before  a  very  strong  Select 
Committee,  presided  over  by  Lord  Orosa, 
to  consider  Lord  Cairns'  Settled  Land 
Act.  The  principle  was  then  settled  that 
Trustees  selling  settled  land  should  have 
power  to  invest  not  only  in  Consols,  Go- 
vernment securities^  and  Court  of  Chan- 
cery, but  on  the  security  of  bonds,  mort- 
gages, or  Debentures  of  Railway  Oom- 
panies  which  had  paid  dividends  on  their 
ordinary  Stock  for  10  years.  Therefore, 
the  principle  involved  in  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  £lfi^ 
and  Nairn  had  already  been  settled 
by  the  House — namely,  that  Trustees 
should  have  power  to  invest  not  only  in 
Government  securities,  but  in  Railway 
Debentures.  He  trusted  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  with  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  their  Legal  Advisers, 
would  reconsider  the  matter,  with  a  view 
of  ascertaining  whether,  with  due  re- 
gard to  the  safety  of  the  State,  the  con- 
cession now  asked  might  not  be  made  ? 
He  would  not  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  deal  with  the  matter  at  once;  but 
simply  to  promise  that  it  should  be  dealt 
with  in  **  another  place." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
ho  wished  to  remind  the  House  of  the 
way  in  which  the  question  arose — the 
attention  of  the  Gt>vernmQnt  had  been 
prominently  called  to  the  matter;  and 
he  could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  not  only  by 
representations  made  inside  the  House, 
but  by  representations  made  by  the 
general  public.  The  matter  had,  there- 
fore, been  considered;  and  he  hoped 
and  trusted  that  something  might  be 
done  in  general  legislation,  if  not  in 
connection  with  the  present  Bill.  They 
had  already  agreed  to  include  those  se- 
curities in  which  the  Court  of  Chanoezy 
allowed  trust  money  to  be  invested ;  bat 
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thej  did  not  consider  that  that  embraced 
the  larger  question  which  was  now  raised 
— namely,  securities  upon  which  a  high 
rate  of  interest  was  obtained.  He  trusted 
that  those  who  were  interested  in  the 
matter  would  be  satisfied  with  the 
assurance  he  had  given.  All  he  could 
say  was  that  the  Government  were  ex- 
ceedingly anxious  that  Trueteos  should 
be  empowered  to  invest  in  other  securi- 
ties, provided  that  it  was  consistent  with 
the  safe  security  of  the  trusts  committed 
to  their  charge. 

Mb.  OHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
said,  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  had,  he  thought,  put  the  matter 
on  the  safest  footing.  He  was  sorry  to 
say  that  he  was  Trustee  for  so  many 
people  that  nothing  would  personally 
suit  him  better  than  some  proposal  like 
the  present ;  but,  in  hia  opinion,  it  would 
be  altogether  opposed  to  sound  prin- 
ciple. But  he  was  obliged  to  differ  from 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who 
sat  near  him.  He  was  afraid  that  if 
they  gave  to  Railway  Debentures  this 
special  character  of  being  on  a  par  with 
Government  securities,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  exclude  other  securities,  just 
as  safe ;  and,  even  as  to  railways,  look- 
ing through  the  list  of  securities,  it 
would  be  found  that  there  were  50  or 
60  which  would  be  admitted  under 
this  scheme.  He  quite  agreed  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  the  matter 
was  a  proper  one  to  consider  in  con- 
nection with  the  Bill  which  was  coming 
down  from  '^  another  place ; ''  but  he 
thought  it  would  be  dangerous  to  do 
anything  now  in  the  direction  proposed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
'Ei^pxL  and  Nairn. 

8iB  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
said,  he  had  listened  with  great  pleasure 
to  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Chil- 
ders);  and  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  adhere  to  the  course  they  had 
marked  out  for  themselves.  It  was  all 
vary  well  to  speak  of  Railway  Deben- 
tures ;  and  it  might  be  desirable,  when 
an  individual  was  investing  considerable 
sams  of  money  every  year,  that  he  should 
be  able  to  invest  in  ordinary  Railway 
Stoek;  but  he  did  hope  that  the  House 
would  not  sanction  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Anderson),   and  place  these  large  and 
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miscellaneous  securities   in    the    same 
position  as  Consols. 

Sir  HENRY  JAMES  was  understood 
to  ask  what  course  the  Government 
would  take  when  the  Bill  now  before 
*•  another  place  *'  came  down  ?  Would 
the  Government  give  facilities  for  its 
full  consideration  ? 

Mk.  GOSCHEN  said,  it  was  a  Bill  in 
which  considerable  interest  was  taken ; 
and  he  thought  it  desirable  that  it 
should  receive  the  best  consideration. 
Ample  opportunities  would  bo  afforded 
for  discussing  what  securities  should  be 
authorized  ;  and  the  list  should  be  exa- 
mined, with  a  view  of  ascertaining  whe- 
ther those  which  were  now  sanctioned 
could  be  increased  with  safety.  Ho 
hoped  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Anderson)  would  not  be  disposed 
to  press  the  Amendment  to  a  Division. 
He  was  unable  so  far  to  compromise  the 
present  position  of  the  Government  as 
to  hold  out  any  hope,  though,  speaking 
for  himself,  ho  would  be  prepared  to 
place  Railway  Debentures  in  the  same 
position  as  Government  securities.  He 
quite  admitted  that  a  somewhat  extended 
area  might  be  allowed  for  investments. 
No  doubt,  there  would  be  ample  facili- 
ties for  considering  the  matter  hereafter; 
but  he  could  not  go  beyond  that. 

The  chairman  of  COMMITTEES 
(Mr.  Courtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  he  hoped  the  House  would  permit 
him  to  eay  one  word,  although  he  had 
not  heard  the  whole  of  the  debate. 
The  question  of  enlarging  the  power  of 
Trustees  was  one  which  undoubtedly 
deserved  consideration,  and  might  be 
followed  up  by  some  practical  result ; 
but  he  demurred  to  such  an  enlargement 
of  the  Bill  as  was  now  proposed.  Tho 
Bill  was  a  measure  to  enable  the  Go- 
vernment to  pay  off  certain  holders  of 
Stock,  and  the  holders  of  the  New  Three 
per  Cents  were  entitled  to  be  paid  off  if 
they  liked.  There  was  no  compulsion  ; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  course,  they  would, 
if  paid  off,  have  their  money  to  invest 
as  they  might  or  could.  Tho  holders 
of  any  of  the  Government  Stock  would 
be  entitled  under  the  Bill  either  to  be 
paid  off,  or  to  remain  as  they  were. 
That  was  a  transaction  which  was  com- 
plete in  itself,  and  it  would  only  em- 
barrass the  transaction  to  give  power 
to  invest  in  other  securities.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  was  clear,  and  it  would  be 
bad  policy  to  go  beyond  it. 
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Mr.  speaker  inquired  whether  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Elgin  and 
Nairn  wished  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment ? 

Me.  ANDERSON  said,  he  trusted 
that  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  a  word. 
He  had  given  Notice  of  the  Amendment 
somo  time  ago,  and  it  had  been  on  the 
Notice  Paper  for  several  days ;  but  owinji^ 
to  the  Forms  of  the  House  ho  had  not 
been  able  to  bring  it  on.  Therefore,  it 
could  not  bo  said  that  he  had  taken  the 
Government  by  surprise ;  and  he  should 
have  been  prepared  to  withdraw  the 
Amendment  if  somo  assurance  had  been 
given  that  the  principle  involved  in  the 
Amendment  would  be  accepted.  He 
had  entirely  failed  to  hear  anything  of 
the  kind  from  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  and,  therefore,  ho  must  go 
to  a  Division. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put. 

Bill  read  the  third  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  do  pass." 

On  the  Motion  of  ^fr.  Secretary 
Jackson,  verbal  Amendments  made. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  that  he  objected  to  the  course  tho 
Government  were  taking.  Amendments 
had  been  moved  'A-hich  were  alleged  to 
be  purely  verbal,  but  of  which  the 
House  had  no  moans  of  judging.  In- 
stead of  taking  that  course  on  a  Bill  of 
60  momentous  a  character,  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  have  re-committed  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  read  the  Amend- 
ments to  the  House.  I  understand  this 
to  be  a  merely  verbal  Amendment 
transposing  the  words  and  leaving  the 
sense  precisely  as  before. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N,)  said, 
he  would  explain  that  a  mere  transposi- 
tion of  words  had  been  effected  in  the 
clause  accepted  yesterday.  lie  was  ex- 
ceedingly sorry  to  have  to  move  tho 
Amendment  at  so  late  a  stage ;  but  it 
could  not  be  avoided. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  passed. 


CRIMINAL  EVIDENCE  BILL.-[Bii.l  132.] 
(Mr,  Attorney  Oeneral,  Mr,  Secretary  Mmtt\§w9^ 

Mr.  Solicitor  OeneraL) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
RiniAKD  AVeiister)  (Isle  of  Wight),  in 
rising  to  move  that  the  Bill  bo  now  read 
a  second  time,  said,  that  he  took  no  credit 
to  the  Government  for  bringing  this 
measure  before  the  Houbb,  as  they  had 
enjoyed  the  advantage  of  the  labours  of 
other  men  and  of  previous  Governments 
in  previous  3  oars.  Tho  Bill  proposed 
that  prisoners  and  their  wives  should  be 
competent  but  not  compellable  witnesses ; 
that  a  man  or  his  wife  might  give  evi- 
denco  on  tho  man's  behalf,  but  could 
not  be  forced  to  do  so.  There  were, 
however,  certain  restrictions  in  the  Bill 
as  to  the  cross-examination  of  prisoners. 
Tho  first  great  reason  for  the  Bill  was 
that  during  the  last  20  years  some  10  or 
1 5  new  offences  had  been  created,  with 
regard  to  which,  almost  without  excep- 
tion, a  prisoner  or  his  wife  could  give 
evidence.  This  was  so,  for  instance,  in 
the  Explosives  Acts,  the  Acts  relating  to 
conspiracy,  the  Food  and  Drugs  Acts, 
tho  Merchant  Shipping  Acts — as  to 
sending  unseaworthj  ships  to  sea— 
and  notably  in  the  case  of  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act  passed  in 
1885.  The  result  was  that  the  law  was 
in  a  most  anomalous  condition.  There 
was  a  number  of  offences  in  regard  to 
which  a  prisoner  could  give  evidence,and 
a  number  of  kindred  offences  in  which 
he  could  not  give  evidence.  He  had 
been  furnished  by  members  of  both 
branches  of  the  Legal  Profession  with 
extraordinary  instances  of  the  unjust 
operation  of  the  present  Law  of  Evidence. 
There  was  a  prosecution  at  the  Old 
Pailey,  and  two  prisoners  were  indicted. 
It  was  desirable  to  prove  their  presence 
in  another  place  at  the  time.  One  prisoner 
was  married,  and  the  other  kept  a  mis- 
tress, and  the  latter  was  allowecl  to  give 
the  evidence  which  the  lawful  wife  was 
debarred  from  giving,  A  man  could  be 
examined  as  to  whether  he  had  forged 
a  trade  mark  ;  but  he  could  not  be  exa- 
mined on  the  charge  of  forging  a  cheque. 
Under  tho  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
Act  a  man  was  permitted  to  be  a  witness, 
and  might  prove  his  own  innocence; 
but  if  charged  with  precisely  analogous 
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offences  coming  under  the  pre-existing 
law  his  mouth   would   be   closed.     It 
might  be  asked  whether   the  changes 
already  made  in  the  direction  of  the  Bill 
had  proved  to  be  satisfactory.     He  had 
communicated  with  a  number  of  the 
Judges  to  ascertain  their  opinion  on  the 
question  whether  the  new  law  on  this 
subject  worked  well.     They  had  many 
years'  experience  of  it,  and  during  the 
last  three  years  hundreds  of  cases  had  oc- 
curred under  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment Act ;  and  the  unanimous  testimony 
of  both  Bench  and  Bar  was  that  it  had 
the  effect  of  allowing  innocent  men  in 
several  instances  to  get  off,  and  causing 
guilty  men  to  be  convicted.     He  could, 
for  instance,  give  several  cases  in  which 
the  evidence  of  children  under  the  Act 
just  referred  to  could  only  be  rebutted 
by  the  statement  of  the  man  charged  ; 
and  it  had  been  on  his  statement,  and 
the  way  in  which  he  had  given  evidence, 
that  an  acquittal  had  been  obtained, 
which  could  not  otherwise  have  been 
obtained.      All  would   admit  that  the 
first  object  to  be  attained  was  that  the 
innocent  should  not  suffer ;  and  that  it 
would  be  better  for  several  guilty  per- 
sons to  escape  than  that  one  innocent 
man  should  be  convicted.     Mr.  Justice 
Stephen  had  expressed  himself  strongly 
on  the  absurd  state  of  a  law  by  which  a 
man  charged  with  personating  a  voter 
could    be   examined,   but   not   a    man 
charged  with  personation  and  attempt 
to  defraud ;  and  a  man  could  be  exa- 
mined  with  respect  to  the  sending  of 
an  unsea worthy  ship  to  sea,  but  not 
on  a  charge  of  manslaughter  by  negli- 
gence in  so   doing.      But  the  Parlia- 
mentary  history   of  the  question   was 
enough  to  justify  the  Bill.     Efforts  had 
been  made  for  more  than  20  years  to 
change  the  law  in  this  direction.     The 
first  Bill  on  the  question  was  brought 
forward  by  two  Irish  Members — and  he 
commended  this  fact  to  hon.  Members 
below  the    Gangway — Mr.  Scully    and 
Mr.  MacMahon.      From  that   time  to 
1878  constant  attempts  of  the  same  kind 
were  made,  and  in  1879  the  Beport  of 
the  Criminal  Law  Commission  was  pub- 
lished. In  1883,  before  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee on  Law,  the  matter  was  fully  in- 
▼estigated,  with  the  result  that  a  Bill 
was  introduced  in   1884  by  the   right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James),  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 


Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  and  Lord 
Herschell,  the  then  Solicitor  General. 
On  the  lines  of  that  Bill  the  present 
measure  proceeded.  The  Bill  had  passed 
the  House  of  Lords  three  or  four  times  ; 
and  he  would  remind  those  who  had 
studied  the  speeches  of  the  great  lawyers 
in  the  past  of  the  unanimity  there  had 
always  been  amongst  them  on  this  ques- 
tion. He  believed  this  Bill  had  the 
assent  of  the  lawyers,  and  of  every  hon. 
Member  who  had  considered  the  ques- 
tion from  a  practical  point  of  view.  No 
one,  he  thought,  could  deny  that  there 
was  an  urgent  demand  for  this  Bill.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Eussell) 
was  recently  defending  a  man  who  was 
indicted  for  shooting  another  under  very 
curious  circumstances.  On  that  occa- 
sion his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ex- 
pressed his  hope  that  the  present  Bill 
might  become  law;  and  Mr.  Justice 
Stephen,  concurring  in  this  view,  urged 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  do  what 
he  could  to  press  forward  this  much- 
needed  change  in  the  law.  The  pro- 
posals he  had  submitted  would  tend  to 
elicit  the  truth,  would  conduce  to  the 
ends  of  justice,  would  lead  to  innocent 
men  being  acquitted,  and  would  bring 
out  the  truth  in  the  case  of  guilty  men. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {^lifr.  Attorney  General.) 

Sir  CHARLES  EUSSELL  (Hackney, 
S.)  said,  that  this  was  not  the  first  time 
that  this  Bill  had  been  before  the  House, 
and  that  he  had  expressed  the  opinion, 
formed  after  considerable  thought  and 
experience,  in  favour  of  it.  There  were 
two  considerations  which  made  it  per- 
fectly clear  that  the  law  could  not  be 
allowed  to  remain  as  it  now  was.  The 
first  of  these  was  that  the  law  as  it  now 
stood  was  utterly  inconsistent,  inasmuch 
as  in  one  set  of  cases  the  person  accused 
was  allowed  to  give  evidence  on  his  own 
behalf,  and  another  set  in  which  he  was 
prohibited  from  doing  so.  This  Bill, 
also,  was  justifiable  on  a  very  broad 
and  sound  principle — that  the  rule  of 
law  which  incapacitated  an  accused  per- 
son from  giving  evidence  on  his  own 
behalf  had  the  effect  of  excluding  the 
evidence  of  the  person  who  k 
of  the  transaction  in  questi< 
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not  hesitate  to  say  that,  upon  his  present 
information  and  judgment,  he  should 
be  prepared  to  go  even  further  than  this 
Bill  proposed  to  go,  and  to  make  the 
party  accused  not  only  a  competent, 
but  in  some  cases,  at  least,  a  com- 
pellable witness.  He  would  ask  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  whether  ho  did  not 
think  there  was,  at  least,  one  case  in 
which  a  prisoner  should  bo  a  compellable 
witness  ?  That  was  the  case  of  four  or 
five  persons  jointly  charged  with  an  of- 
fence, against  three  or  four  of  whom 
there  might  be  cogent  evidence,  but  as 
to  the  fifth  there  might  be  some  evi- 
dence, but  not  of  a  cogent  kind.  As 
the  law  now  stood,  the  fifth  man  might 
be  convicted ;  but  if  he  were  enabled  to 
call  the  men  beside  him  in  the  dock, 
they  would  be  compelled  to  say  that  he 
was  not  present  at  the  commission  of 
the  crime.  In  the  Maamtrasna  case, 
many  hon.  Members — not  only  those 
from  Ireland  —  felt  very  uneasy  in 
their  minds  with  regard  to  one  of  ihe 
accused  persons  who  was  hanged.  He 
kn«w  that  the  Solicitor  Gon  oral,  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  and  he  him- 
self, took  great  pains  to  investigate  the 
case;  and  they  all  three  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  there  was  strong  reason  for 
doubting  whether  oneman  who  wasfound 
guilty  of  murder  with  the  rest,  and 
suffered  for  it,  was  guilty  of  or  took  an 
active  part  in  the  crime.  Could  that 
man  have  called  his  fellow-prisoners 
and  his  wife  as  witnesses,  it  would, 
in  all  probability,  have  saved  him  from 
death.  The  law  ought  not  to  be  directed 
towards  the  protection  of  the  guilty,  or 
to  extend  to  them  even  an  artificial  pro- 
tection ;  and  he  was  prepared  to  go  be- 
yond what  the  Bill  proposed  in  the 
matter  of  examining  accused  persons. 
There  was  one  point  that  ho  should 
like  to  ask  the  Attorney  General,  whe- 
ther he  thought  it  necessary  to  insist  upon 
doing  what  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  Jamos) 
did  not  insist  upon  doing — extend  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  to  Ireland  ?  In 
the  interest  of  the  Bill  itself,  which, 
after  all,  was  a  new  departure  in  our 
judicial  system,  it  would  be  better  to  see 
how  it  operated  in  England  before  ex- 
tending it  to  Ireland,  where,  whether 
rightly  or  wrongly,  under  the  existing 
system,  a  widespread  distrust  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  was  unquestion- 
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ably  felt.  He  would  relate  a  little  inci- 
dent to  illustrate  that  feeling.  During 
the  trials  of  the  dynamitards  at  the  Old 
Bailey,  before  Judge  Hawkins,  a  few 
years  ago,  a  friend  of  his,  a  respectable 
Presbyterian  minister,  from  the  North 
of  Ireland,  was  desirous  of  hearing  the 
trials,  and  he  (Sir  Charles  Bussell)  ob- 
tained him  a  pass  to  the  Court.  Sub- 
sequently the  clergyman  called  on  him 
at  his  chambers,  and  said — 

"  I  was  never  moro  astonished  in  the  whole 
conr8o  of  mv  lifo  !  ^Vh7,  a  criminal  trial  in  the 
Old  ])uiloy  is  not  like  what  I  am  accostomed  to 
SCO  in  Ireland.  The  prosecating  counsel  and 
the  Judge  were  most  anxious  that  nothing  un- 
fair to  the  prisoners  should  be  mentioned,  while 
in  Ireland  it  is  a  scramhle  on  the  part  of  thoee 
who  represent  the  Crown  to  secure  a  convio* 
tion." 

He  did  not  wish  it  to  be  thought  that, 
in  giving  this  illustration,  he  intended 
to  infer  that  the  Judges,  or  others  who 
were  entrusted  with  the  administration 
of  the  law  in  Ireland,  were  intentionally 
or  consciously  unfair ;  but  he  knew  tht^ 
there  was  a  very  considerable  feeling 
against  legal  administration,  which 
would,  he  feared,  be  intensified  if  the 
Bill  were  applied  to  Ireland. 

Sir  HENEr  JAMES  (Bury,  Lan- 
cashire)  said,  that  ho  also  was  very  de- 
sirous to  see  the  Bill  passed,  and  would 
join  in  the  appeal  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Attorney  G-eneral  (Sir  Bichard 
Webster).  Everybody  who  knew  any- 
thing about  the  administration  of  the 
Criminal  Law  knew  how  badly  this 
measure  was  wanted  in  the  interests  of 
j  ustice  and  mercy.  It  was  wanted  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  the  exoneration  of 
innocent  men,  as  well  as  for  deciding  upon 
the  degrees  of  guilt,  for  it  affected  not 
only  the  verdict,  but  the  sentence.  They 
had  had  experience  of  the  Bill  in  many 
directions ;  and  many  a  man  who  had 
been  prosecuted  under  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Act  would  now  be  under- 
going penal  servitude  but  for  the  right 
which  he  had  to  give  evidence  on  his 
own  behalf.  If  a  justly  accused  prisoner 
gave  his  own  version  of  the  affair  for 
which  he  had  been  arrested,  tho  Judge, 
from  merely  hearing  his  evidence,  could 
form  an  idea  as  to  how  far  he  was  impli- 
cated;  and  might  possibly  mitigate  some 
of  the  terribly  severe  sentences  now  in- 
flicted. At  present  the  Judge  heard  but 
one  side  of  the  story  of  brutality,  cruelty, 
and  false  conduct.  With  regard  to  the 
inclusion  of  Ireland,   he  consented  i& 
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1883  to  exclude  Ireland  from  its  opera- 
tion, because  he  believed  that  it  would 
be  well  to  do  so  until  they  had  had 
some  experience  of  its  working  in  this 
country.  After  some  experience  of  its 
working  in  England,  he  thought  it  might 
be  applied  to  Ireland ;  but  as  it  was 
well  known  that  the  Irish  Representa- 
tives were  at  present  strongly  opposed 
to  it,  he  hoped  the  Government  would 
not  insist  upon  forcing  it  upon  an  un- 
willing people.  He  might  remind  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
of  the  saying  that  the  greatest  enemy 
to  the  good  was  the  best. 

Mb.  WHARTON  (York,  W.R.,Ripon) 
said,  he  believed  that  this  Bill,  which  he 
hoped  would  pass  into  law,  was  one  that 
would  greatly  assist  in  their  duty  those 
who  had  the  administration  of  the 
Criniinal  Law,  and  also  secure  to  those 
who  were  wrongly  accused  of  crime 
grater  facility  for  establishing  their  in- 
nocence. But  there  were  three  points 
to  which  he  wished  to  refer.  First,  he 
read  in  the  Bill  that  a  person  charged 
with  an  offence  might  be  called  as  a 
witness,  and,  he  asked,  who  was  to  call 
the  prisoner  ?  Was  he  to  be  called  by 
the  prosecuting  counsel,  the  defending 
oounsel,  or  by  the  Court  itself?  It 
Beemed  to  him  that  on  the  Committee 
stage  of  the  Bill  it  would  be  wise  if 
some  words  were  inserted  more  clearly 
to  specify  by  whom  the  prisoner  might 
be  called.  Secondly,  with  reference  to 
the  inquiry  before  the  Grand  Jury,  the 
Bill  said  that  the  prisoner  should  not  be 
called  before  the  Grand  Jury.  He  had 
always  felt  it  to  be  a  very  anomalous 
eondition  of  things  that  they  should 
haye  an  inquiry  involving  a  charge 
against  a  prisoner  entirely  conducted  in 
bis  absence ;  and  he  now  thought  that 
when  they  were  dealing  with  a  Bill  of 
the  kind  it  was  worthy  of  their  considera- 
tion whether  this  practice  should  be 
retained.  His  third  question  was,  would 
the  calling  of  the  prisoner,  without  fur- 
ther evidence  on  his  behalf,  entitle  the 
counsel  for  the  prosecution  to  reply  ? 
He  could  not  help  thinking,  if  that  were 
so,  that  this  power  of  calling  the  pri- 
soner might  become  something  in  the 
nature  of  a  trap.  It  might  be  looked 
on  as  a  trap  if  the  counsel  for  the 
prosecution  was  to  have  the  right  of 
making  a  long  speech  on  the  statement 
which  an  unlearned  or  ignorant  man 
might  make.     As  he  had  said,  he  hoped 


the  Bill  would  pass,  because  he  believed 
it  would  be  the  means  of  securing  the 
acquittal  of  innocent  persons ;  and  if  it 
tended  to  the  conviction  of  the  guilty, 
so  much  the  better, 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.), 
in  rising  to  move  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice,  said,  he  de- 
sired to  express  his  acknowledgments 
for  what  had  fallen  from  the  two  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  (Sir  Charles 
Russell  and  Sir  Henry  James)  with  re- 
gard to  the  application  of  the  Bill  to 
Ireland.  If  the  Bill  were  to  be  applied 
under  normal  conditions  he  should  offer 
no  opposition  to  it.  At  present,  how- 
ever, the  power  to  examine  a  prisoner 
and  his  witnesses  as  well  existed  in  Ire- 
land, and  was  frequently  used  in  a 
manner  most  detrimental  to  the  interests 
of  the  accused.  His  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Hackney 
(Sir  Charles  Russell),  however,  was 
wrong  as  to  the  grievance  complained 
of  in  the  Maamtrasna  case.  The  griev- 
ance was  that  Myies  Joyce  was  not 
allowed  to  have  his  wife  examined  in  his 
defence.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
this  measure,  like  the  Coercion  Bill,  was 
going  to  be  forced  down  the  throats  of 
the  Irish  people  ?  The  atmosphere  of  an 
Irish  Court  was  totally  diflerent  from 
that  of  an  English  Court  of  Justice,  inas- 
much as  in  the  former  every  effort  was 
made  to  insure  the  conviction  of  a 
prisoner.  Nothing  would  do  the  Irish 
Judges  more  good  than  if  they  were 
obliged  to  spend  a  few  weeks  in  English 
Courts.  Every  Judge  in  Ireland  had 
been  a  Crown  Prosecutor  ;  and  a  Judge 
who  had  gone  through  a  course  of 
Crown  prosecuting  in  Green  Street 
Court  House  could  scarcely  believe  any 
man  innocent  whom  he  saw  in  the  dock. 
One  of  the  best  Judges  on  the  Irish 
Bench  was  the  other  day  led  to  charge  a 
jury  who  were  convinced  of  the  innocence 
of  a  man,  accused  on  the  most  flimsy 
evidence  of  the  brutal  murder  of  a 
woman,  to  find  him  guilty  of  man- 
slaughter if  they  would  not  convict  him 
of  murder.  He  contended  that  cross- 
examinations,  as  they  were  conducted  iu 
Ireland  by  Crown  Counsel,  would  simply 
leave  the  case  in  a  worse  position  than 
before.  Was  it  reasonable  to  suppose 
that  with  all  the  best  trained  intellect  of 
the  Irish  Bar  against  a  poor  wretched 
prisoner  who  did  not  possess  200  words 
in  the  whole  of  his  vocabulary  the  man 
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there  was  also  at  the  same  time 
existing  the  right  of  appeal.  That 
n-n^  a  moat  importQiit  matter.  And 
iu  America,  n-here  a  priaoner  could  be 
called  in  liia  own  defence,  there  vaa  an 
expreM  provision  in  the  Statute  of  some 
of  the  States.  He  thought  he  was  cor- 
rect with  1  egard  to  Maseaohusette,  at  an.r 
rate,  and  he  believed,  also,  with  regard 
to  BOEQo  of  the  Slates  there  was  an  ex- 
press provision  that  if  the  prisoner 
abstained  from  going  on  the  staud — as 
it  was  called^and  giving  evidence,  bti 
abstention  should  not  be  commented  on 
by  the  Judge  in  his  Obargo  to  the  jnr;, 
or  by  the  counsel  of  the  State.  The 
result  wns  a  nhole  series  of  appeals,  tbe 
accused  having  a  better  chance  of  jostice 
being  done  him  than  in  this  countiy.  In 
Franco  the  whole  machinery  of  appeal 
was  open  to  tho  prisoner.  Why,  then, 
did  they  not  bring  in  a  Bill  to  create  a 
Court  of  Appeal,  instead  of  bringing 
forward  this  insidious  measure  of  piece- 
meal legislation  ?  Ho  invited  working 
men  llembors  of  that  House  to  consider 
whether  there  was  not  some  danger  in 
conncclion  with  that  matter,  espmally 
remomboringhow  limited  the  jury  class 
was,  even  in  this  country.  Id  Ireland 
the  case  in  that  respect  was  far  worse. 
To  ^huw  the  limited  class  from  which 
special  jurors  who  tried  cases  in  Ireland 
was  drawn,  be  had  obtained  a  Heturn 
which  proved  that  while  tbero  were  in 
tho  County  Kerry  20,000  voters,  the 
special  jurors  did  not  number  200. 
There  would,  under  the  £ill,  be  a  g^reat 
chance  of  the  esnape  of  a  guilty  man, 
and  very  little  chance  for  an  innocent 
man.  If  an  ignorant  man  declined  to 
puthimsolf  into  competition  with  learned 
counsol,  be  would  be  tauuted  with  fear- 
ing cTuss-oxamination.  Tbo  Bill  was 
niiotJier  link  in  the  cbain  of  coerden 
wliioli  tho  Govommeut  were  weaving  in 
Irelacd.  He  asked  Englisb  Members 
not  to  consider  the  Amendment  which 
begged  to  move  tinreasonable. 


would  not  be  broken  down  in  the  course 
of  the  cross-examination  ?  He  (Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy)  would  offer  every  opposition 
to  this  Bill  being  extended  to  Ireland. 
Ho  could  imagine  it  being  a  good 
measure  under  normal  circumstances  in 
England;  but  qnito  a  different  condition 
of  things  prevailed  in  Ireland.  In  Eng- 
land there  was  no  prejudice  or  bias 
against  a  prisoner.  It  was  not  tho  in- 
forest  of  tho  Crown  iu  England  to  ob- 
tain the  conviction  of  a  prisoner;  but 
IbeCrownFrosecutorinlreland  regarded 
tho  conviction  of  a  prisoner  much  in  the 
funio  way  as  tlie  lied  Indian  regarded 
tho  addition  of  a  scalp  to  his  belt,  and 
all  tho  talk  of  the  Bar  iu  Ireland  was 
in  Ihot  sense.  He  objected  especially  to 
this  Bill  on  account  of  the  character  of 
the  Besident  Magistrates  who  would 
have  this  power  of  cross-examination 
end  inquisition.  The  political  ppirit 
was  at  the  root  of  every  prosecution 
in  that  country,  and  ecnvictiona  bad  lo 
bo  obtained  at  all  hazards.  I'orsonally, 
he  felt  GO  strongly  about  the  measure 
that  ho  would  treat  it,  if  applied  to  Ire- 
land, in  the  samo  spirit  na  tlio  Coprtion 
Bill  of  last  year.  Ho  would  devote  his 
days  and  nights,  na  far  as  the  Euloa 
would  allow  him,  doing  all  iu  his  power 
to  defeat  it,  and  ho  would  ask  his  Col- 
leagues to  moot  tho  Bill  in  a  similar 
spirit.  There  was  grtat  force  in  tho 
observation  of  tho  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury,  that  Ibo  Bill  should  bo 
put  in  operation  in  England  for  a  few 
years  first  in  order  to  seo  what  rules  the 
Judges  laid  down  regarding  it.  Let 
them  seo  whether  (be  prisoner  was  to  be 
allowed  to  be  asked  leading  questious  by 
his  own  counsel;  and  whctiior  the  cross- 
examination  was  to  be  generally  ad 
rem  to  a  particular  crime,  of  tbo  cha- 
racter, so  to  say.  of  that  in  tho 
Bravo  case.  Let  them  see  what  tho 
practice  would  bo  ;  and  then  they  would 
bo  prepared  to  consider  whether  a 
somewhat  similar  moasuro  might  not  bo 
applied  lo  Ireland  at  n  future  time. 
If  at  tho  present  period  thoy  opplied  the 
Bill  lo  Ireli.iKl  lliey  wouM  bavo  a  fcol- 
ji;giToafcilin  thoc.ur.lry  tliftl  tlicy  worn 
adopting  aCoirtiiin  Act  in  disguise;  and 
the  entire  mind  of  tho  people,  and  the 
opinion  of  those  who  conducted  dofcncrs 
on  tbe  popular  sido,  would  bo  that  tbo 
Bill  bad  been  introduced  for  political 
purposes.  Though  a  similar  law  to  that 
proposed  existed  in  foreign  countries, 
Jfr.  T.  11.  Eoaly 
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of  Eeny,  ebould  be  as  speedily  as  pos- 
sible detected  and  punigoed.  He  him- 
self should  be  glad  if  the  local  popula- 
tion— seeing  that  tho  police  were  Ttnable 
to  check  those  crimes — would  take  the 
matter  into  its  own  handa,  and  by  etria- 
gent  means  put  a  stop  to  practices  of 
that  kind.  It  was  certaioly  in  no  sense 
of  shielding  criminals  that  he  depre- 
cated the  ezteneion  of  that  Bill  to 
Ireland ;  hut  he  respectfully  asked  for 
tbe  consideration  of  that  Amendment 
tho  onbiaaBed  opinion  of  English  Gentlo- 
men,  whose  minds  he  would  ask  to  be 
freed  from  prejudice  in  dealing  with  this 
matter.  The  Act  would  load  to  the 
conriction  of  the  innocent.  The  clever 
men  who  were  guilty  would  escape, 
while  the  stupid  men  who  were  innocent 
would  be  convicted. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leare  out  from  the  worit  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  tho  words 
'■it  i»  ineipcdiant  to  mftko  any  further  change 
in  the  Cnminal  Lav  until  a  Court  of  Apponl 
in  CrimiDil  Cases  is  eslablisbed,  and  th.it  this 
UoQM  is  not  prepared  to  extend  to  Ireland  a 
meaanre  which  would  confer  on  removablo 
nugiitiates  the  power  to  cross -cxamiao  pri. 
tOD«r«  depriTod  of  tho  protcclioQ  of  ajurj-," — 
( Jfr.  T.  M.  Uinly,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  tho  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &c.) 
he  thought  it  was  very  satisfactory  that 
there  bad  been  so  much  agreement  oi 
the  part  of  those  who  had  spoken  as  t( 
tbe  application  of  that  measure  to  Eag 
land  and  Wales.  There  had  been,  sr 
far,  no  difference  of  opinion  on  tliii 
point — that  it  was  desirable  that  thi 
measure  should  pasa  with  regard  to  that 
part  of  tbe  United  Kingdom.  He  con- 
fessed that  be  was  very  strongly  ia 
favour  of  tbo  measure  ;  and  to  his  mind 
it  was  only  astonishing  that  tho  proaenl 
■ystom  should  have  existed  so  long  as  il 
bad  dono.  It  seemed  to  him  moat  extra- 
ordinary that,  for  so  many  years,  they 
thoflid  bare  gone  on  carefully  excluding 
tbe  evidence  of  those  who  knew  most 
•boot  tbe  subject-matter  of  tho  case.  He 
woj  dr>-p'><eil  to  ugree  with  thehon. and 
Icarne<l  Member  Tor  South  Hackney  {Sir 
Cbarle*  Bussc" 

P-  to 
bid!) 


power,  in  certain  cases,  of  compelling  the 
evidence  of  a  prisoner.  It  would,  he 
thought,  be  hard,  where  there  was  more 
than  one  prisoner  being  tried,  if  one  of 
the  accused  was  not  able  to  call  the 
who  might  be  able  to  give  evidence 
that  would  secure  bis  acquittal.  He 
assumed  that  it  was  intended  to  apply 
the  measure  to  Scotland,  and  that  it  did 
.pply;  but  be  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate, 
respectfully,  whether  certain  modifica- 
tions would  not  be  necessary,  and,  per- 
haps, a  new  clause  required,  to  render 
the  Bill  properly  applicable  to  Sootcb 
criminal  procedure  ?  No  doubt,  the 
Lord  Advocate  would  givo  that  point 
his  attention.  The  only  other  question 
which  remained  was  whether  the  Bill 
should  apply  to  Ireland  as  well  as  to 
England,  Scotland,  and  Wales.  If  that 
were  a  matter  which  depended  only  on 
local  considerations,  he  [Mr,  Finlay) 
should  be  prepared  to  act  on  the  opinion 
which,  he  understood,  was  entertained 
by  a  great  many  of  tho  Itepresentatives 
of  Ireland  on  that  point.  But,  to  bis 
mind,  that  was  a  matter  of  general  prin- 
ciple ;  and,  speaking  for  himself,  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  groat  mistake  if 
they  were  to  have  one  law  oa  a  matter 
of  that  kind  for  one  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  and  another  law  for  another 
part.  The  question  of  what  person 
should  be  allowed  to  give  ovidonco  was 
not  one  to  be  considered  upon  local  con- 
siderations peculiar  to  Ireland.  It  was 
a  matter  of  general  principle,  and  a 
question  on  which  be  thought  they  ought 
to  be  guided  by  those  broad  considera- 
tions which  were  applicable  to  every 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  He  pre- 
sumed that  in  Ireland,  as  in  other  parts 
of  the  Kingdom,  it  sometimes  happened 
that  an  innooont  man  was  put  on 
hia  trial.  Was  it  not  desirable  that 
ho  ahould  be  allowed  to  give  his 
own  account  of  tho  transaction,  and 
submit  that  ovidonco  which  might 
secure  his  acquittal?  There  might 
be  cases  in  which  the  only  man 
who  could  give  evidence  necessary 
to  establish  his  innocence  was  tho 
prisoner  himself;  and  yet  they  were 
told,  when  it  was  proposed  to  apply  a 
measure  of  that  kind  to  Ireland,  that 
that  was  coercive  loginlation.  Was 
that  a  correct  statement  ?  He  would  call 
the  attention  of  hon.  Moniberrt  below 
the  Gangway  to  the  fact  that  tbe  hon. 
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and  learned  Member  fur  South  Ilack- 
ney  gave  one  very  striking  illustration 
of  the  evils,  as  he  said,  of  not  allowing 
prisoners  to  be  called  to  give  evidence. 
Into  the  merits  of  that  case  he  would  not 
enter ;  but  he  would  remind  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  that  the  Maam- 
trasna  case,  selected  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  South  Hackney  to 
illustrate  the  necessity  of  such  a  measure, 
was  a  case  occurring  in  Ireland.  And 
yet  now  it  was  said  that  the  measure 
ought  not  to  extend  to  Ireland.  They 
had  heard  a  good  deal  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  in  regard  to  the  spirit 
in  which  Irish  prosecutions  were  con- 
ducted. He  was  very  sorry  to  hoar 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
said ;  but,  assuming  it  to  be  the  case 
that  there  was  that  animus  for  convic- 
tions, he  would  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  whether  it  was  not  all  the  more 
reasonable  to  allow  a  man  on  his  trial 
to  give  the  evidence  which,  it  might  be, 
was  the  only  means  for  securing  his 
acquittal  ?  lie  was  strongly  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  a  mistake  if  the  Govern- 
ment excluded  Ireland  from  the  opera- 
tion of  this  measure. 

Mr.  MILVAIN  (Durham)  said,  he 
could  quite  realize  that  if  a  man  charged 
with  a  crime  was  compelled  to  give  evi- 
dence in  open  Court  gross  injustice 
might  arise,  because  it  very  frequently 
happened  that  some  prisoners  were  of 
that  nervous  temperament  that  it  was 
impossible  for  them  to  do  justice  to 
themselves  in  the  witness-box.  It  would 
be  still  worse  for  such  a  person  to  stand 
in  the  witness-box  without  the  protec- 
tion of  counsel  to  defend  him ;  and  he 
could  also  imagine  that  if  ho  wont  into 
the  box  without  the  protection  of  coun- 
sol  and  was  badgered  as  he  had  heard 
witnesses  somotimos  badgered  by  coun- 
sel his  safety  might  be  jeopardized. 
For  that  reason,  he  should  object  to 
the  compulsory  application  of  the  Bill 
to  all  prisoners.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  ^fember  for  South  Hack- 
ney (Sir  Charles  liussell)  had  referred 
to  the  question  of  the  application  of  the 
Bill  to  Ireland,  and  he  had  been  sup- 
ported in  his  remarks  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James).  He  (Mr.  Mil- 
vain)  confessed  that  he  sympathized 
with  the  view  that  the  Bill  was  not,  at 
the  present  moment,  necessary  for  the 
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administration  of  justice  ia  Ireland. 
He  did  so,  not  on  acoount  of  anythiofc 
which  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Hoaly)  as  to  the  spirit  of 
the  administration  of  justice  in  Ireland, 
nor  because  he  agreed  with  him  in  the 
instance  which  he  quoted  of  the  Judge, 
who,  because  the  prisoner  was  not 
guilty  of  murder,  charged  him  with 
manslaughter.  Unless  the  procedure 
in  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland  was  Tery 
different  from  the  procedure  of  the  same 
law  in  England,  it  would  not  be  within 
the ,  province  of  the  Judge  to  charge 
the  prisoner  with  manslaughter  under 
the  circumstances ;  but  it  would  be  in 
the  province  of  the  jury,  taking  a  mer- 
ciful view  of  the  case,  to  find  a  prisoner 
guilty  of  manslaughter  rather  than 
murder.  Nor  did  ho  sympathize  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford,  because  of  his  threats  of 
obstruction.  If  this  law  were  ne- 
cessary  for  Ireland  at  the  present 
moment,  he  should  not  hesitate  for  an 
instant  to  continue  to  walk  through 
the  Division  Lobby  again  and  again, 
as  they  had  done  last  year,  in 
order  to  pass  the  Bill;  but,  at  the 
present  time,  he  did  not  think  that 
the  Bill  was  necessary  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  Ireland.  He  would 
ask  the  Government  to  consider  whether, 
for  other  reasons  than  those  which  had 
been  advanced,  the  Bill  ought  to  be  ex- 
tended to  Ireland  ?  In  the  first  place, 
they  had  had  an  amendment  of  the 
Criminal  Law  in  Ireland  last  year ;  they 
had  this  subject  then  threshed  out,  and 
under  the  Act  of  last  year  the  prisoner 
was  protected  against  his  evidence  taken 
at  the  preliminary  inquiry  being  used 
against  him  on  his  trial.  If  that  was 
done  last  year,  he  asked  the  House 
whether,  if  the  present  Bill  were  ap- 
plied to  Ireland,  it  would  not  consti- 
tute an  amendment  of  the  Criminal 
Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  Act  as 
enacted  last  year?  He  objected  also 
for  this  reason.  They  were  told  that 
law  and  order  had  become  supreme 
in  Ireland.  They  knew  that  in  Ireland 
there  was  jealousy  of  the  administration 
of  the  law,  rightly  or  wrongly  he  did 
not  pretend  to  say ;  but,  considering 
that  that  feeling  did  exist,  he  asked  the 
Government  to  consider  whether  it  was 
desirable  in  any  sense  whatever  to  in* 
crease  that  feeling  by  extending  to  Ir^- 
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land  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  ?  The 
examination  of  prisoners  was  a  subject 
which  he  had  watched  with  considerable 
interest,  and  he  was  glad  to  say  that  he 
ag^ed  with  the  general  principle.  He 
therefore  supported  this  Bill,  which 
would  also  remove  the  anomaly  which 
existed  at  the  present  time.  Several  in- 
Btances  had  been  quoted  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral (Sir  Eichard  Webster)  which  showed 
that  there  were  many  cases  in  which  the 
prisoner  might  give  evidence,  and  many 
other  cases  where  he  was  precluded  from 
so  doing.  He  (Mr.  Milvain)  approved 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  because  it  got 
rid  of  this  anomaly,  and  in  that  respect 
it  was  a  legislative  step  in  the  right 
direction.  But  there  was  another  reason 
why  he  agreed  with  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  that  was  because  it  corrected 
an  existing  evil.  As  the  law  existed  at 
present,  when  the  prisoner  went  into 
the  witness-box  to  give  evidence,  he 
might  be  asked  if  he  had  been  pre- 
vioualy  convicted  of  any  offence.  He 
could  give  an  instance  which  occurred 
in  his  own  hearing  of  a  man  who  was 
charged  with  a  crime  under  the  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  Act.  The  man 
had  been  previously  charged  with  a 
similar  offence,  and  had  suffered  im- 
prisonment; but  after  he  was  discharged 
from  gaol  he  came  into  some  money — 
a  large  sum  for  him,  of  about  £600  — 
and  immediately  afterwards  a  second 
charge  was  laid  against  him.  Fortu- 
nately, he  was  defended  by  counsel,  who 
believed  he  saw  that  the  charge  was  the 
result  of  a  conspiracy  to  extort  money, 
and  was  fortunate  enough  in  breaking 
down  the  case  in  cross-examination  of 
the  first  two  witnesses;  the  man  was 
thereupon  discharged  with  the  appro- 
bation of  the  Judge.  He  would  ask 
the  House  what  would  have  occurred 
had  that  man  not  been  defended  by 
counsel  ?  If  the  case  of  conspiracy  had 
not  been  established  before  the  case  for 
the  prosecution  was  concluded,  and  the 
man  had  been  permitted  to  go  into  the 
witness-box  to  give  his  testimony,  his 
previous  conviction  would  have  been  put 
before  the  Court,  and  the  jury  would 
not  have  hesitated  a  single  moment  in 
convicting  him.  He  said  that  the 
principle,  but  not  the  letter,  of  this 
Bill  corrected  that  evil.  The  Bill 
said  that  no  person  examined  under 
this  Act    should    be  examined   as   to 


previous  convictions.  But  might  it  not 
be  contended  rightly  by  counsel  that 
this  Act  did  not  apply  to  the  Acts  under 
which  prisoners  might  now  be  examined, 
and  that  under  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment Act  questions  as  to  previous  con- 
viction might  be  put  to  the  prisoner? 
He  suggested,  with  every  deference  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  Qeneral,  that  a  clause  should 
be  added  to  the  Bill  providing  that  it 
should  not  be  lawful  for  any  prisoner  to 
be  called  and  examined  as  a  witness 
otherwise  than  in  accordance  with  this 
Act,  and  that  the  clauses  of  previous 
Acts  relating  to  this  matter  should 
thereby  be  repealed.  Subject  to  that 
Amendment  he  agreed  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  because  he  believed 
its  effect  would  be  to  render  more  cer- 
tain the  conviction  of  the  guilty  and  the 
acquittal  of  the  innocent. 

Mr.  DONALD  CRAWFOED  (Lan- 
ark, N.E.)  said,  the  Legal  Profession  in 
Scotland  entirely  approved  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure.  With  reference 
to  the  Amendment,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  special  reasons  required  to 
be  given  why  a  measure  affecting 
Criminal  Law  should  be  applied  to  Great 
Britain  and  not  to  Ireland.  But  he 
thought  the  reasons  given  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  why  the  Bill  should 
not  be  extended  to  Ireland  would  ap- 
pear very  satisfactory  to  the  House. 
The  maxim  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay)  laid 
down  was  a  very  weighty  one — namely, 
that  the  Criminal  Law  of  the  land  should 
be  the  same  in  all  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  ;  but  coming  from  his  lips  it 
had  all  the  charm  of  novelty,  and  must 
have  been  a  surprise  to  the  House.  He 
(Mr.  Crawford)  did  not,  however,  make 
that  remark  for  the  sake  of  fixing  upon 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  imputa- 
tion of  stating  a  paradoxical  opinion, 
or  following  an  inconsistent  course  of 
action,  but  in  order  to  point  out  the 
reason  why  this  part  of  the  Criminal  Law 
should  not  bo  the  same  in  Ireland  as  in 
Great  Britain  was  because  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  and  his  Friends  had  suc- 
ceeded in  bringing  it  about  that  the  main 
body  of  the  criminal  procedurein  Ireland 
was  not  the  same  as  in  the  other  parts 
of  the  Kingdom.  He  (Mr.  Crawford), 
and  those  who  thought  with  him,  con- 
tended that  the  administration  of  the 
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entreat  the  House  to  pause  before  ac- 
cepting the  principle  laid  down  by  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  opposite 
(Sir  Henry  James).     The  House  must 
not  only  look  at  the  narrow  point,  im- 
portant as  it  was,  of  raising  the  income 
of  a  certain  special  class.     [Sir  Hbnrt 
James  :    Maintaining.]     It  meant  rais- 
ing the  income  from  the  amount  which 
would  be  derived  from  Consols.     There 
was  a  much  greater  principle  involved. 
The  suggestion  and    the    Amendment 
came  to  this — that  new  investments  and 
other  securities,  such  as  Kailway  Deben- 
tures, were  to  be  placed  on  the  same 
footing  as  Government  Stock.     A  pre- 
cedent had  been  quoted  to  show  that  the 
concession  had  already  been  made,  and 
that  railway  securities  were  looked  upon 
as  being  as  sound  as  land.    This  was 
not  a  question  which  could  be  dealt  with 
in  a  hurry,  involving,  as  it  did,  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  principle  that  Govern- 
ment securities  were  to  be  displaced 
from  the  position  which  they  had  held 
hitherto,  of  being  confined  to  a  small 
select  number  of  securities  sanctioned 
by  the  Court  of  Chancery,  and  that  a 
much  broader  range  should  be  given  to 
investments.     The  proposal,  if  adopted, 
would  really  strike  a  blow  on  what  he 
might  call  the  credit  of  the  State.     He 
would  not  say  it  was  a  matter  that  ought 
not  to  be  allowed ;    but  he  thought  it 
ought  not  to  be  done  until  it  had  received 
the  fullest  consideration.     He  suggested 
that  the  question  should  be  raised  upon 
Lord  Herschell's  Bill  with  regard  to  the 
power  of  trustees.    When  that  Bill  came 
before  the  House  the  matter  might  be 
thoroughly  discussed ;  but  it  could  not 
be  conveniently  dealt  with  on  the  present 
occasion.  What  he  wished  to  press  upon 
the  House  was  that  in  attempting  to  deal 
with  a  certain  limited  number   of  cases 
they  were  really  introducing  a  new  prin- 
ciple into  the  finances  of  the  State,  which 
might    be    fraught    with    considerable 
danger.      He   was  sure   that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  opposite  would  be  aware  of 
the  force  of  this  objection  ;  because  when 
once  they  admitted  a  security,  and  the 
security  was  found  to  be  unsatisfactory, 
it  would  be   extremely  difficult  to  go 
back.     He  had  been  treated  with  such 
singular    courtesy    and    consideration 
during   the   whole  of   the  debates  on 
this  Bill,  and  he  had  found  such  a  spirit 
of  co-operation  in  aU  parts  of  the  House, 
that  he  was  most  reluctant  to  establish 
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a  point  of  difference  with  any  hon.  or 
right  hon.  Gentleman;  but  aoting  as 
guardian  of  the  public  purse,  he  coald 
not  depart  from  the  principle  to  which 
he  attached  so  much  force. 

Mr.  HENEY  H.  fowler  ( Wolver- 
hampton,  E.)  said,  the  reason  given  by 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  for 
resisting  the  Amendment  was  that  it  was 
undesirable  to  raise  such  a  broad  prin- 
ciple, as  this  appeared  to  be,  on  the 
last  stage  of  the  Bill  in  that  House. 
He  (Mr.  Fowler)  would,  however,  point 
out  that  the  question  was  very  fully 
discussed  before  a  very  strong  Select 
Committee,  presided  over  by  Lord  Gross, 
to  consider  Lord  Cairns'  Settled  Land 
Act.  The  principle  was  then  settled  that 
Trustees  selling  settled  land  should  have 
power  to  invest  not  only  in  Consols,  Go- 
vernment securities^  and  Court  of  Ohan* 
eery,  but  on  the  security  of  bonds,  mort- 
gages, or  Debentures  of  Bailway  Com- 
panies which  had  paid  dividends  on  their 
ordinary  Stock  for  10  years.  Therefore, 
the  principle  involved  in  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Elffin 
and  Nairn  had  already  been  settled 
by  the  House — namely,  that  Trustees 
should  have  power  to  invest  not  only  in 
Government  securities,  but  in  Railway 
Debentures.  He  trusted  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  with  the  Lord 
Chancellor  and  their  Legal  Advisers, 
would  reconsider  the  matter,  with  a  view 
of  ascertaining  whether,  with  due  re- 
gard to  the  safety  of  the  State,  the  con- 
cession now  asked  might  not  be  made  ? 
He  would  not  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  deal  with  the  matter  at  once;  but 
simply  to  promise  that  it  should  be  dealt 
with  in  "  another  place." 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Wkbsteb)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
ho  wished  to  remind  the  House  of  the 
way  in  which  the  question  arose — the 
attention  of  the  Government  had  been 
prominently  called  to  the  matter;  and 
he  could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler)  not  only  by 
representations  made  inside  the  House, 
but  by  representations  made  by  the 
general  public.  The  matter  had,  there- 
fore, been  considered;  and  he  hoped 
and  trusted  that  something  might  be 
done  in  general  legislation,  if  not  in 
connection  with  the  present  Bill.  They 
had  already  agreed  to  include  those  se- 
curities in  which  the  Court  of  Chanoeiy 
allowed  trust  money  to  be  invested ;  bat 


«5 


IfaiionalDeU  {March  22,  1888}         {Conversion)  Bill. 


6« 


the^  did  not  consider  that  that  embraced 
the  larger  question  which  was  now  raised 
— namely,  securities  upon  which  a  high 
rate  of  interest  was  obtained.  He  trusted 
that  those  who  were  interested  in  the 
matter  would  be  satisfied  with  the 
assurance  he  had  given.  All  he  could 
say  was  that  the  Government  were  ex- 
ceedingly anxious  that  Trustees  should 
be  empowered  to  invest  in  other  securi- 
ties, provided  that  it  was  consistent  with 
the  safe  security  of  the  trusts  committed 
to  their  charge. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
aaid,  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  had,  he  thought,  put  the  matter 
on  the  safest  footing.  He  was  sorry  to 
say  that  he  was  Trustee  for  so  many 
people  that  nothing  would  personally 
suit  him  better  than  some  proposal  like 
the  present;  but,  in  his  opinion,  it  would 
be  altogether  opposed  to  sound  prin- 
ciple. But  he  was  obliged  to  dififer  from 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  who 
sat  near  him.  He  was  afraid  that  if 
they  gave  to  Railway  Debentures  this 
apecial  character  of  being  on  a  par  with 
dovemment  securities,  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  exclude  other  securities,  just 
as  safe ;  and,  even  as  to  railways,  look- 
ing through  the  list  of  securities,  it 
would  be  found  that  there  were  50  or 
60  which  would  be  admitted  under 
this  scheme.  He  quite  agreed  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
and  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  the  matter 
was  a  proper  one  to  consider  in  con- 
nection with  the  Bill  which  was  coming 
down  from  '^  another  place ;  "  but  he 
thought  it  would  be  dangerous  to  do 
anything  now  in  the  direction  proposed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
£lg^  and  Nairn. 

Sir  ROBERT  FOWLER  (London) 
said,  he  had  listened  with  great  pleasure 
to  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr.  Chil- 
ders) ;  and  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  adhere  to  the  course  they  had 
nuirked  out  for  themselves.  It  was  all 
very  well  to  speak  of  Railway  Deben- 
tures ;  and  it  might  be  desirable,  when 
an  individual  was  investing  considerable 
sams  of  money  every  year,  that  he  should 
be  able  to  invest  in  ordinary  Railway 
Stook;  bat  he  did  hope  that  the  House 
would  not  sanction  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  (Mr. 
Anderson),   and  place  these  large  and 
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miscellaneous  securities   in    the    same 
position  as  Consols. 

Sir  HENRY  JAMES  was  understood 
to  ask  what  course  the  Government 
would  take  when  the  Bill  now  before 
*'  another  place  '*  came  down  ?  Would 
the  Government  give  facilities  for  its 
full  consideration  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  it  was  a  Bill  in 
which  considerable  interest  was  taken  ; 
and  he  thought  it  desirable  that  it 
should  receive  the  best  consideration. 
Ample  opportunities  would  be  afforded 
for  discussing  what  securities  should  be 
authorized  ;  and  the  list  should  be  exa- 
mined, with  a  view  of  ascertaining  whe- 
ther those  which  were  now  sanctioned 
could  be  increased  with  safety.  He 
hoped  that  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  Anderson)  would  not  be  disposed 
to  press  the  Amendment  to  a  Division. 
He  was  unable  so  far  to  compromise  tho 
present  position  of  the  Government  as 
to  hold  out  any  hope,  though,  speaking 
for  himself,  he  would  be  prepared  to 
place  Railway  Debentures  in  the  same 
position  as  Government  securities.  He 
quite  admitted  that  a  somewhat  extended 
area  might  be  allowed  for  investments. 
No  doubt,  there  would  bo  ample  facili- 
ties for  considering  the  matter  hereafter; 
but  he  could  not  go  beyond  that. 

The  chairman  of  committees 
(Mr.  Courtney)  (Cornwall,  Bodmin) 
said,  he  hoped  the  House  would  permit 
him  to  say  one  word,  although  he  had 
not  heard  the  whole  of  the  debate. 
The  question  of  enlarging  the  power  of 
Trustees  was  one  which  undoubtedly 
deserved  consideration,  and  might  be 
followed  up  by  some  practical  result ; 
but  he  demurred  to  such  an  enlargement 
of  the  Bill  as  was  now  proposed.  The 
Bill  was  a  measure  to  enable  the  Go- 
vernment to  pay  off  certain  holders  of 
Stock,  and  the  holders  of  the  New  Three 
per  Cents  were  entitled  to  be  paid  ojff  if 
they  liked.  There  was  no  compulsion  ; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  course,  they  would, 
if  paid  oflP,  have  their  money  to  invest 
as  they  might  or  could.  The  holders 
of  any  of  the  Government  Stock  would 
be  entitled  under  the  Bill  either  to  be 
paid  off,  or  to  remain  as  they  were. 
That  was  a  transaction  which  was  com* 
plete  in  itself,  and  it  would  only  em- 
barrass the  transaction  to  give  power 
to  invest  in  other  securities.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  was  clear,  and  it  would  be 
bad  policy  to  go  beyond  it, 
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Mr.  speaker  inquired  whether  the 
hou.  and  learned  Member  for  Elgin  and 
Nairn  wished  to  withdraw  the  Amend- 
ment ? 

Mr.  ANDERSON  said,  ho  trusted 
that  he  might  be  allowed  to  say  a  word. 
He  had  given  Notice  of  the  Amendment 
some  time  ago,  and  it  had  boon  on  tho 
Notice  Paper  for  several  days ;  but  owing 
to  tho  Forms  of  tho  llouso  ho  had  not 
been  able  to  bring  it  on.  Therefore,  it 
could  not  bo  said  that  ho  had  taken  the 
Government  by  surprise ;  and  he  should 
have  been  prop.ared  to  withdraw  tho 
Amondmont  if  some  assurance  had  been 
given  that  tho  principle  involvoil  in  tho 
Amendment  would  be  accepted.  lie 
had  entirely  failed  to  hear  anything  of 
the  kind  from  tho  Chancellor  of  tho 
Exchequer,  and,  therefore,  ho  must  go 
to  a  Division. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question  put. 

Bill  read  the  third  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  do  pass.'' 

On  the  j\rotion  of  Mr.  Secretary 
Jackson,  verbal  Amendments  made. 

lifR.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  that  he  objected  to  the  course  the 
Government  were  taking.  Amendments 
had  been  moved  '^hich  were  alleged  to 
be  purely  verbal,  but  of  which  the 
House  had  no  means  of  judging.  In- 
stead of  taking  that  course  on  a  Bill  of 
60  momentous  a  character,  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  have  re-committed  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  I  read  the  Amend- 
ments to  the  House.  I  understand  this 
to  be  a  merely  verbal  Amendment 
transpofing  the  words  and  leaving  tho 
sense  precisely  as  before. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  would  explain  that  a  mere  transposi- 
tion of  words  had  been  effected  in  the 
clause  accepted  yesterday.  lie  was  ex- 
ceedingly sorry  to  have  to  move  tho 
Amendment  at  so  late  a  stage ;  but  it 
could  not  be  avoided. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  passed. 


CRIMINAL  EVIDENCE  BILL.-[Bill  132.1 

(Mr.  Affurney  Oeneral,  Mr.  Secretmr^  Mkttkevt, 

Mr.  Solicitor  Gemral.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Rkhaiji)  AVehster)  (Isle  of  Wight),  in 
rising  to  move  that  the  Bill  bo  now  read 
a  second  time,  said,  that  he  took  no  credit 
to  the  Government  for  bringing  this 
measure  before  the  House,  as  thej  had 
j  enjoyed  the  advantage  of  the  labours  of 
other  men  and  of  previous  Governments 
■  in  previous  }  iMrs.  The  Bill  proposed 
'  that  prisoners  and  their  wives  siiould  be 
!  competent  but  not  compell  able  witnesses ; 
I  that  a  man  or  his  wife  might  giTO  eri- 
denco  on  the  man's  behalf,  but  could 
not  be  forced  to  do  so.  There  were, 
however,  certain  restrictions  in  the  Bill 
as  to  the  cross-examination  of  prisoners. 
Tho  tirst  great  reason  for  the  Bill  was 
that  during  the  last  20  years  some  10  or 
1 5  new  offences  had  been  created,  with 
regard  to  which,  almost  without  ezcep* 
tion,  a  prisoner  or  his  wife  could  gife 
evidence.  This  was  so,  for  instance,  in 
the  Explosives  Acts,  the  Acts  relating  to 
conspiracy,  the  Food  and  Drugs  Acts, 
the  Merchant  Shipping  Acts — as  to 
sending  unseaworthy  ships  to  sea — 
and  notably  in  the  case  of  the 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act  passed  in 
1885.  Tho  result  was  that  the  law  was 
in  a  most  anomalous  condition.  There 
was  a  number  of  offences  in  regard  to 
which  a  prisoner  could  give  evidence,aDd 
a  number  of  kindred  offences  in  which 
he  could  not  give  evidence.  He  had 
been  furnished  by  members  of  both 
branches  of  the  Legal  Profession  with 
extraordinary  instances  of  the  unjust 
operation  of  the  present  Law  of  Evidence. 
There  was  a  prosecution  at  the  Old 
Pailey,  and  two  prisoners  were  indicted. 
It  waH  desirable  to  prove  their  presence 
in  another  place  at  the  time.  One  prisoner 
was  married,  and  the  other  kept  a  mis- 
tress, and  the  latter  was  allowed  to  give 
the  evidence  which  the  lawful  wife  was 
debarred  from  giving.  A  man  could  be 
examined  as  to  whether  he  had  forged 
a  trade  mark  ;  but  he  could  not  be  exa- 
mined on  the  charge  of  forging  a  cheque. 
Under  the  Criminal  Law  Amendment 
Act  a  man  was  permitted  to  be  a  witness, 
and  might  prove  his  own  innocence; 
but  if  charged  with  precisely  analogous 
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offences  coming  under  the  pre-existing 
law   his  mou^h   would  be   closed.     It 
might  be  asked  whether   the  changes 
already  made  in  the  direction  of  the  Bill 
Lad  proved  to  be  satisfactory.     lie  had 
communicated  with   a  number   of  the 
Judges  to  ascertain  their  opinion  on  the 
question  whether  the  new  law  on  this 
subject  worked  well.     They  had  many 
years'  experience  of  it,  and  during  the 
last  three  years  hundreds  of  cases  had  oc- 
curred under  the  Criminal  Law  Amend- 
ment Act ;  and  the  unanimous  testimony 
of  both  Bench  and  Bar  was  that  it  had 
the  effect  of  allowing  innocent  men  in 
BOTeral  instances  to  get  off,  and  causing 
guilty  men  to  be  convicted.     He  could, 
for  instance,  give  several  cases  in  which 
the  evidence  of  children  under  tho  Act 
just  referred  to  could  only  be  rebutted 
by  the  statement  of  the  man  charged  ; 
and  it  had  been  on  his  statement,  and 
the  way  in  which  he  had  given  evidence, 
that  an  acquittal  had  been  obtained, 
which  could  not  otherwise  have  been 
obtained.      All  would   admit  that  the 
first  object  to  be  attained  was  that  the 
innocent  should  not  suffer ;  and  that  it 
would  be  better  for  several  guilty  per- 
sons to  escape  than  that  one  innocent 
man  should  be  convicted.     Mr.  Justice 
Stephen  had  expressed  himself  strongly 
on  the  absurd  state  of  a  law  by  which  a 
man  charged  with  personating  a  voter 
could    be   examined,   but   not   a    man 
charged  with  personation  and  attempt 
to  defraud ;  and  a  man  could  be  exa- 
mined  with  respect  to  the  sending  of 
an  unsea worthy  ship  to  sea,  but  not 
on  a  charge  of  manslaughter  by  negli- 
gence in  so    doing.      But  the   Parlia- 
mentary  history   of  the  question   was 
enough  to  justify  the  Bill.     Efforts  had 
been  made  for  more  than  20  years  to 
change  the  law  in  this  direction.     The 
first  Bill  on  the  question  was  brought 
forward  by  two  Irish  Members — and  he 
commended  this  fact  to  hon.  Members 
below  the    Gangway — Mr.  Scully    and 
Mr.  MacMahon.      From  that   time  to 
1878  constant  attempts  of  the  same  kind 
were  made,  and  in  1879  tho  Keport  of 
the  Criminal  Law  Commission  was  pub- 
lished. In  1883,  before  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee on  Law,  the  matter  was  fully  in- 
Testigated,  with  the  result  that  a  Bill 
was  introduced  in    1884  by   the   right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James),  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 


Derby  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  and  Lord 
Herschell,  the  then  Solicitor  General. 
On  the  lines  of  that  Bill  the  present 
measure  proceeded.  The  Bill  had  passed 
tho  House  of  Lords  throe  or  four  times  ; 
and  he  would  remind  those  who  had 
studied  the  speeches  of  the  great  lawyers 
in  the  past  of  the  unanimity  there  had 
always  been  amongst  them  on  this  ques- 
tion. He  believed  this  Bill  had  the 
assent  of  the  lawyers,  and  of  every  hon. 
Member  who  had  considered  the  ques- 
tion from  a  practical  point  of  view.  No 
one,  he  thought,  could  deny  that  there 
was  an  urgent  demand  for  this  Bill.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Russell) 
was  recently  defending  a  man  who  was 
indicted  for  shooting  another  under  very 
curious  circumstances.  On  that  occa- 
sion his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ex- 
pressed his  hope  that  the  present  Bill 
might  become  law;  and  Mr.  Justice 
Stephen,  concurring  in  this  view,  urged 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  to  do  what 
ho  could  to  press  forward  this  much- 
needed  change  in  the  law.  The  pro- 
posals he  had  submitted  would  tend  to 
elicit  the  truth,  would  conduce  to  the 
ends  of  justice,  would  lead  to  innocent 
men  being  acquitted,  and  would  bring 
out  the  truth  in  the  case  of  guilty  men. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  con- 
cluded by  moving  tho  second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {^Mr,  Attorney  General.) 

SirCHAELES  RUSSELL  (Hackney, 
S.)  said,  that  this  was  not  the  first  time 
that  this  Bill  had  been  before  the  House, 
and  that  he  had  expressed  the  opinion, 
formed  after  considerable  thought  and 
experience,  in  favour  of  it.  There  were 
two  considerations  which  made  it  per- 
fectly clear  that  the  law  could  not  be 
allowed  to  remain  as  it  now  was.  The 
first  of  these  was  that  the  law  as  it  now 
stood  was  utterly  inconsistent,  inasmuch 
as  in  one  set  of  cases  the  person  accused 
was  allowed  to  give  evidence  on  his  own 
behalf,  and  another  set  in  which  he  was 
prohibited  from  doing  so.  This  Bill, 
also,  was  justifiable  on  a  very  broad 
and  sound  principle — that  the  rule  of 
law  which  incapacitated  an  accused  per- 
son from  giving  evidence  on  his  own 
behalf  had  the  effect  of  excluding  the 
evidence  of  the  person  who  knew  most 
of  the  transaction  in  question.     He  did 
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not  hesitate  to  say  that,  upon  hia  present 
information  and  judgment,  he  should 
be  piopared  to  go  evgn  further  than  this 
Bill  ptoposed  to  go,  and  to  make  the 
party  accuBod  not  only  a  competent, 
but  in  Bome  cases,  at  least,  a  com- 
pellable witness.  lie  would  ask  the 
hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General  [Sir 
Eiohard  Wobstor)  wholhcr  ho  did  not 
think  there  was,  at  least,  one  ease  in 
which  a  prisoner  should  be  a  compellable 
witness  ?  Tliat  was  the  ease  of  four  or 
five  persona  jointly  charged  with  an  of- 
fence, against  three  or  four  of  whom 
thera  might  he  cog-mt  ovidonce,  but  as 
to  the  fifth  there  might  be  some  evi- 
doace,  but  not  of  a  cogent  kind.  As 
the  law  now  stood,  the  fifth  man  might 
be  convicted  ;  but  if  ho  were  enabled  to 
call  the  men  heside  him  in  the  dock, 
they  would  bo  compelled  to  say  that  he 
was  not  present  at  the  commission  of 
the  crime.  In  the  Maamtrasna  case, 
many  hon.  Members — not  only  thoeo 
from  Ireland  —  felt  very  uneasy  ia 
their  minds  with  regard  to  one  of  ihe 
accused  persons  who  was  hanged.  He 
knew  thattiiB  Solicitor  (Jen oral,  tlioUnder 
Secretaryof  Slate  for  India,  and  ho  liim- 
self,  took  great  pains  to  investigate  tho 
caso  ;  and  they  all  three  came  to  the  con- 
clusion that  there  was  strong  reason  for 
doubtingwhother  onemanwho  wasfound 
guilty  of  murder  with  tho  rest,  and 
atifTored  for  it,  was  guilty  of  or  took  an 
active  part  in  tho  crime.  Could  that 
man  have  called  his  fellow-prisoners 
and  his  wife  as  witnesses,  it  would, 
in  all  probahilily,  have  saved  him  from 
death.  The  law  ought  not  to  be  directed 
towards  tho  protection  of  tho  guilty,  or 
to  extend  to  thera  even  an  artificial  pro- 
tection ;  and  ho  was  prepared  to  go  be- 
yond what  tho  Bill  proposed  in  the 
matter  of  examining  accused  persons. 
Thera  was  one  point  that  ho  should 
like  to  ask  the  Attorney  General,  whe- 
ther hethoughtit  necessary  to  insistupon 
doing  what  tho  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  Jamo,^) 
did  not  insist  upon  doing — ^extend  the 
operation  of  the  Bill  to  Ireland  ?  In 
the  interest  of  the  Bill  itself,  which, 
after  all,  was  a  new  departure  in  our 

i'udicial  system,  it  would  be  better  to  see 
,ow  it  operated  in  England  before  ex- 
tending it  to  Ireland,  whore,  whether 
rightly  or  wrongly,  under  the  existing 
system,  a  widespread  distrust  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  was  unquestion- 
Sir  Charht  SiumU 


ably  felt.  He  would  relate  a  little  Inci- 
dent to  illustrate  that  feeling.  During 
tho  trials  of  the  dynamitarda  at  the  Old 
Bailey,  before  Judge  Hawkins,  a  few 
years  ago,  a  friend  of  hie,  araspectabls 
Presbyterian  minister,  from  the  North 
of  Ireland,  was  desirous  of  hearing  tha 
trials,  and  ho  (Sir  Charles  BusBelH  ob- 
tained him  a  pass  to  the  Court.  Bait- 
sequontly  the  clergyman  called  on  him 
at  hia  chambers,  and  said — 

"  I  was  never  more  astonuhod  ia  tha  wliola 
course  iif  mv  life  !  Wh^,  a  criminal  trial  in  tha 
(Ui)  Dailcy  ia  not  libo  what  I  am  accuitomed  to 
si'O  in  Iri'land.  The  prosecuting;  counMl  and 
tlic  JuJ^o  wcro  in^st  anrious  that  nothing  qd- 
fnir  to  the  prisoners  shaiild  be  mentioned,  while 
in  Itelflnd  it  is  a  scramble  on  the  part  of  thwa 
who  represent  tho  Croirn  to  Mcare  a  eonric- 
Hon." 

He  did  not  wish  it  to  be  thenghttba^ 
in  giving  tliis  illustration,  he  intended 
to  infer  that  the  Judges,  or  others  who 
were  entrusted  with  the  adminiitration 
of  the  law  in  Ireland,  were  intentionally 
or  consciously  unfair ;  but  ha  knew  that 
there  was  a  very  considerable  feeUng 
against  legal  administration,  vhicb 
would,  he  feared,  be  intensified  if  the 
Bill  were  applied  to  Ireland. 

Sir  HENRi'  JAMES  (Bury,  Lan- 
cashire) said,  that  he  also  was  very  de- 
sirous to  see  the  Bill  paised,  and  wonM 
join  in  tho  appeal  of  his  bon.  and  teamtd 
Friend  the  Attorney  General  (Sir  Bichard 
Webster).  Everybody  who  knew  any- 
thing about  tha  administration  of  ths 
Criminal  Law  knew  how  badly  thii 
measure  was  wanted  in  the  interests  ol 
justice  and  mercy.  It  was  wanted  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  the  ezoneraticni  of 
iunocentmon,aswellaafordecidingnpan 
the  degrees  of  guilt,  for  it  affectM  not 
only  the  verdict,  but  tha  sentence.  Tkej 
had  had  oxperienco  of  the  Bill  in  many 
directions;  and  many  a  man  who  had 
been  prosecuted  under  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Act  would  now  be  under- 
going penal  servitude  hut  for  the  right 
which  he  had  to  give  evidence  on  nil 
own  behalf.  If  a  justly  accused  prisoner 
gave  his  own  version  of  the  affair  for 
wliich  he  had  been  arrested,  the  Judge, 
frr>m  merely  hearing  his  evidence,  could 
form  an  idea  as  to  how  far  he  was  impli- 
cated, and  might  possibly  mitigate  Htma 
of  the  terribly  severe  sentences  now  ii 
tlicted.  At  present  the  Judge  heard  b 
one  side  of  the  story  o" ' 
and  false  conduct.  With  i 
inclusion  of  Ireland,   te  i 
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1 883  to  exclude  Ireland  from  its  opera- 
tion, because  lie  believed  tbat  it  would 
be  well  to  do  EO  until  they  had  had 
eome  experience  of  its  working  in  this 
country.  After  some  experience  of  its 
worbingin  England,  he  thought  it  might 
be  applied  to  Ireland  ;  but  as  it  was 
well  known  that  the  Irish  liepreaenta- 
tivea  were  at  present  strongly  opposed 
to  it,  be  hoped  the  Oovernmont  would 
not  insist  upon  forcing  it  upon  an  un- 
willing people.  Ho  might  remind  the 
hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  opposite 
of  the  saying  that  the  greatest  enemy 
to  the  good  was  the  best. 

Mb.  WHARTON  (York,  W.  E.,  Eipon) 
Eaid,  he  believed  that  this  Bill,  which  he 
hoped  would  pass  into  law,  was  one  that 
would  greatly  assist  in  their  duty  those 
who  had  the  administration  of  the 
Crimiiial  Law,  and  also  secure  to  those 
who  were  wrongly  accused  of  crime 
greater  facility  for  establishiag  their  in- 
nocence. But  there  were  three  points 
to  which  be  wished  to  refer.  First,  he 
read  in  the  Bill  that  a  person  charged 
with  an  offence  might  be  called  as  a 
witness,  and,  be  asked,  who  was  to  oall 
the  prisoner)'  Was  he  to  bo  called  by 
the  prosecuting  counsel,  tho  defending 
ooonsel,  or  by  the  Court  itsslf?  It 
seemed  to  him  that  on  the  Committee 
stage  of  the  Bill  it  would  be  wise  if 
some  words  were  inserted  moro  clearly 
to  specify  by  whom  tho  prisoner  might 
be  called.  Secondly,  with  reference  to 
the  inquiry  before  the  Oraud  Jury,  the 
Bill  said  that  the  prisoner  should  not  be 
called  before  the  Grand  Jury.  He  had 
always  felt  it  to  be  a  very  anomalous 
ooadition  of  things  that  they  should 
hare  an  inquiry  involving  a  charge 
against  a  prisoner  entirely  conducted  in 
his  absence;  and  he  now  thought  that 
when  they  were  dealing  with  a  Bill  of 
the  kind  it  was  worthy  of  their  considera- 
tion whether  this  practice  should  bo 
retained.  His  third  question  was,  would 
the  calling  of  the  prisoner,  without  fur- 
ther eridence  on  bis  behalf,  entitle  the 
counsel  for  the  prosecution  to  reply  ? 
He  could  not  help  thinking,  if  that  were 
so,  that  this  power  of  calling  the  pri- 
aoner  might  become  something  in  the 
naioze  of  a  trap.  It  might  bo  looked 
ea  M  a  trap  if  the  counsel  for  the 
proeecntion  was  to  have  tho  right  of 
jooking  3  lon^  s]    -  the  statement 

-int  mau 

j(bt  moke.     Ah  boped 


the  Bill  would  pass,  because  he  believed 
it  would  be  the  means  of  securing  tho 
acquittal  of  innocent  persons;  and  if  it 
tendod  to  the  conviction  of  the  guilty, 
so  much  the  better, 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.), 
in  rising  to  move  the  Amendment  of 
which  ho  had  given  Notice,  said,  be  de- 
sired to  express  his  acknowledgments 
for  what  bad  fallen  from  the  two  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  (Sir  Charles 
Russell  and  Sir  Henry  James)  with  re- 
gard  to  the  application  of  the  Bill  to 
Ireland.  If  tho  Bill  wore  to  bo  applied 
under  normal  conditions  he  should  offer 
no  opposition  to  it.  At  present,  how- 
ever, the  power  to  examine  a  prisoner 
and  his  witnesses  as  well  existed  in  Ire- 
land, and  was  frequently  used  in  a 
manner  most  detrimental  to  the  interests 
of  tho  accused.  His  hon.  and  learnnd 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Hackney 
(Sir  Charles  Busaell),  however,  was 
wrong  as  to  the  grievance  complained 
of  in  the  Maamtraena  case.  The  griev- 
anco  was  that  Myles  Joyce  was  not 
allowed  to  have  his  wife  examined  in  his 
defence.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
this  measure,  like  the  Coercion  Bill,  was 
going  to  be  forced  down  tho  throats  of 
the  Irish  people  ?  The  atmosphere  of  an 
Irish  Court  was  totally  diQerent  from 
that  of  an  English  Court  of  Justice,  inas- 
much OS  in  the  former  every  effort  was 
made    to    insure    tho  .conviction   of    a 

Srisoner.  Nothing  would  do  tho  Irish 
udges  more  good  than  if  they  were 
obliged  to  spend  a  few  weeks  in  English 
Courts.  Every  Judge  in  Ireland  had 
been  a  Crown  Prosecutor  ;  and  a  Judge 
who  had  gone  through  a  course  of 
Crown  prosecuting  in  Green  Street 
Court  House  could  scarcely  believe  any 
man  innocent  whom  he  saw  in  the  dock. 
One  of  tho  best  Judges  on  the  Irish 
Bench  was  the  other  day  led  to  charge  a 
juiy  who  were  convinced  of  the  Innocenco 
of  a  man,  accused  on  the  most  flimsy 
evidence  of  the  brutal  murder  of  a 
woman,  to  find  him  guilty  of  man- 
slaughter if  they  would  not  convict  him 
of  murder.  He  contended  that  cross- 
examinations,  as  they  were  conducted  in 
Ireland  by  Crown  Counsel,  would  simply 
leave  tho  case  in  a  worse  position  than 
before.  Was  it  reasonable  to  suppose 
tbat  with  all  the  best  trained  intellect  of 
the  Irish  Bar  against  a  poor  wretched 
prisoner  who  did  not  poaacss  200  words 
in  the  whole  of  bis  vocabulary  tho  mau 
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would  not  bo  broken  down  in  tlio  course 
of  the  cross-examination  ?  He  (Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy)  would  offer  every  opposition 
to  this  Bill  being  extended  to  Ireland. 
Ho  could  imagine  it  being  a  good 
measure  under  normal  circumstances  in 
England;  but  quito  a  different  condition 
of  things  prevailed  in  Ireland.  In  Eng- 
land there  was  no  prejudice  or  bias 
against  a  prisoner.  It  was  not  the  in- 
terest of  the  Crown  in  England  to  ob- 
tain the  conviction  of  a  prisoner  ;  but 
the  Crown  Prosecutor  in  Ireland  regarded 
the  conviction  of  a  prisoner  much  in  the 
same  way  as  tlie  lied  Indian  regarded 
the  addition  of  a  ecalp  to  his  belt,  and 
all  tho  talk  of  the  Bar  in  Ireland  was 
in  that  sense.  He  objected  especially  to 
this  Bill  on  account  of  the  character  of 
the  Eesident  Magistrates  who  would 
have  this  power  of  cross-examination 
and  inquisition.  The  political  spirit 
was  at  the  root  of  every  prosecution 
in  that  country,  and  convictions  had  to 
bo  obtained  at  all  hazards.  Personally, 
he  felt  so  strongly  about  the  measure 
that  he  would  treat  it,  if  applied  to  Ire- 
land, in  tho  same  spirit  as  the  Coercion 
Bill  of  last  year.  Ho  would  devote  his 
days  and  nights,  as  far  as  the  Ilules 
would  allow  him,  doing  all  in  his  power 
to  defeat  it,  and  he  would  ask  his  Col- 
leagues to  meet  the  1M\1  in  a  similar 
spirit.  There  was  great  force  in  the 
observation  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Burj^  that  the  Bill  should  be 
put  in  operation  in  England  for  a  few 
years  first  in  order  to  seo  what  rules  the 
Judges  laid  down  regarding  it.  Lot 
them  see  whether  the  prisoner  was  to  be 
allowed  to  be  asked  leading  questions  by 
his  own  counsel;  and  whether  the  cross- 
examination  was  to  be  generally  ad 
rem  to  a  particular  crime,  of  tho  cha- 
racter, so  to  say.  of  that  in  tho 
Bravo  case.  Let  them  see  what  the 
practice  would  bo  ;  and  then  they  would 
bo  prepared  to  consider  whether  a 
somewhat  similar  measure  might  not  be 
applied  to  Ireland  at  a  future  time. 
If  at  tho  present  period  they  ai)plied  the 
Bill  to  Ireland  tlioy  would  liavo  a  fool- 
iiig  croatod  in  tlio  cciurtry  tliattlioy  wero 
adopting  a  Co(rci(»n  Act  in  disguise;  and 
the  entire  mind  of  tho  people,  and  the 
opinion  of  those  who  conducted  defences 
on  the  popular  side,  would  bo  that  tho 
Bill  had  been  introduced  for  political 
purposes.  Though  a  similar  law  to  that 
proposed  existed  in  foreign  countries, 

Mr,  T.  M.  Eealy 


there   was    also    at    the    samo   time 
existing    the    right   of  appeal.     That 
was  a    most    important   matter.     And 
in  America,  where  a  prisoner  could  be 
called  in  his  own  defence,  there  was  an 
express  provision  in  the  Statute  of  some 
of  the  States.     He  thought  he  was  cor- 
rect with  1  egard  to  Massaohusetts,  at  any 
rate,  and  he  believed,  also,  with  regard 
to  some  of  the  States  there  was  an  ex- 
press provision    that    if   the    prisoner 
abstained  from  going  on  tho  stand— aa 
it  was  called — and  giving  evidence,  his 
abstention  should  not  be  commented  on 
by  the  Judge  in  his  Charge  to  the  jury, 
or  by  the  counsel  of  the   State.     The 
result  was  a  whole  series  of  appeals,  the 
accused  having  a  better  chance  of  justice 
being  done  him  than  in  this  country.  In 
France  the  whole  machinery  of  appeal 
was  open  to  the  prisoner.     Why,  then, 
did  they  not  bring  in  a  Bill  to  create  a 
Court  of  Appeal,  instead  of    bringing 
forward  this  insidious  measure  of  piece- 
meal legislation  ?     He  invited  working 
men  Members  of  that  House  to  consider 
whether  there  was  not  some  danger  in 
connection  with  that  matter,  especially 
remembering  how  limited  the  jury  class 
was,  even  in  this  country.     In  Ireland 
the  case  in  that  respect  was  far  worse. 
To  show  tho  limited  class  from  which 
special  jurors  who  tried  cases  in  Ireland 
was  drawn,  he  had  obtained  a  Betam 
which  proved  that  while  there  were  in 
the    County  Kerry  20,000  voters,   the 
special    jurors    did    not    number  200. 
There  would,  under  the  Bill,  be  a  great 
chance  of  the  escape  of  a  guilty  man, 
and  very  little  chance  for  an  innocent 
man.     If  an  ignorant  man  declined  to 
puthimself  into  competition  with  learned 
counsel,  he  would  be  taunted  with  fear- 
ing cross-examination.     Tho   Bill  was 
another  link  in  the  chain  of  coercion 
which  the  Government  were  weaving  in 
Ireland.     He  asked  English  Members 
not  to  consider  the  Amendment  which 
he  now  begged  to  move  unreasonable. 
It  was — 


«  Tl 


Tliat  it  is  inpxpcdirnt  to  make  any  further 
cliangn  in  tho  Criminal  Law  until  a  Covrt  of  Ap- 
peal in  criminal  cases  is  established,  and  that 
this  House  is  not  prepared  to  extend  to  IreUnd 
a  measure  which  would  confer  on  remoTahle 
magistrates  tho  power  of  cross- cxamioiog  a 
prisoner  dcijrivcd  of  the  protection  of  a  jury." 

In  the  interests  of  Ireland  it  was  most 
desirable  that  the  disgraceful  crimes 
which  existed,  especially  in  the  Oonnty 
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of  Kerry,  should  be  as  speedily  as  pos- 
sible detected  and  punished.  He  him- 
self should  be  glad  if  the  local  popula- 
tion— seeing  that  the  police  were  unable 
to  check  those  crimes — would  take  the 
matter  into  its  own  hands,  and  by  strin- 
gent means  put  a  stop  to  practices  of 
that  kind.  It  was  certainly  in  no  sense 
of  shielding  criminals  that  he  depre- 
cated the  extension  of  that  Bill  to 
Ireland ;  but  he  respectfully  asked  for 
the  consideration  of  that  Amendment 
the  unbiassed  opinion  of  English  Gentle- 
men, whose  minds  he  would  ask  to  be 
freed  from  prejudice  in  dealing  with  this 
matter.  The  Act  would  lead  to  the 
conyiction  of  the  innocent.  The  clever 
men  who  were  guilty  would  escape, 
while  the  stupid  men  who  were  innocent 
would  be  convicted. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  *'  That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*•  it  is  inexpedient  to  make  any  further  change 
in  the  Criminal  Law  until  a  Court  of  Appeal 
in  Criminal  Cases  is  estahlished,  and  that  this 
Hoaso  is  not  prepared  to  extend  to  Ireland  a 
measure  which  would  confer  on  removable 
magistrates  the  power  to  cross-examine  pri- 
soners deprived  of  the  protection  of  a  jury," — 
{Mr.  T.  M.  Uealy,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Me.  FINLAY  (Inverness,  &c.)  said, 
he  thought  it  was  very  satisfactory  that 
there  had  been  so  much  agreement  on 
the  part  of  those  who  had  spoken  as  to 
the  application  of  that  measure  to  Eng- 
land and  Wales.  There  had  been,  so 
far,  no  difference  of  opinion  on  this 
point — that  it  was  desirable  that  the 
measure  should  pass  with  regard  to  that 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  He  con- 
lesaed  that  he  was  very  strongly  in 
faTOur  of  the  measure  ;  and  to  his  mind 
it  was  only  astonishing  that  the  present 
system  should  have  existed  so  long  as  it 
had  done.  It  seemed  to  him  most  extra- 
ordinary that,  for  so  many  years,  they 
fhoaldhave  gone  on  carefully  excluding 
the  evidence  of  those  who  knew  most 
about  the  subject-matter  of  the  case.  He 
was  disposed  to  agree  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  South  Hackney  (Sir 
Charles  Eussell)  that  it  would  be  desir- 
able either  to  omit  altogether  the  Pro- 
viso  to  which  he  had  referred,  or  to 
jnodif  J  it  to  such  an  extent  as  to  give  the 


power,  in  certain  cases,  of  compelling  the 
evidence  of  a  prisoner.  It  would,  ho 
thought,  be  hard,  where  there  was  more 
than  one  prisoner  being  tried,  if  one  of 
the  accused  was  not  able  to  call  the 
other,  who  might  be  able  to  give  evidence 
that  would  secure  his  acquittal.  He 
assumed  that  it  was  intended  to  apply 
the  measure  to  Scotland,  and  that  it  did 
apply ;  but  he  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Lord  Advocate, 
respectfully,  whether  certain  modifica- 
tions would  not  be  necessary,  and,  per- 
haps, a  new  clause  required,  to  render 
the  Bill  properly  applicable  to  Scotch 
criminal  procedure  ?  No  doubt,  the 
Lord  Advocate  would  give  that  point 
his  attention.  The  only  other  question 
which  remained  was  whether  the  Bill 
should  apply  to  Ireland  as  well  as  to 
England,  Scotland,  and  Wales.  If  that 
were  a  matter  which  depended  only  on 
local  considerations,  he  (Mr,  Finlay) 
should  be  prepared  to  act  on  the  opinion 
which,  he  understood,  was  entertained 
by  a  great  many  of  the  Representatives 
of  Ireland  on  that  point.  But,  to  his 
mind,  that  was  a  matter  of  general  prin- 
ciple ;  and,  speaking  for  himself,  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  great  mistake  if 
they  were  to  have  one  law  on  a  matter 
of  that  kind  for  one  part  of  the  United 
Kingdom  and  another  law  for  another 
part.  The  question  of  what  person 
should  be  allowed  to  give  evidence  was 
not  one  to  be  considered  upon  local  con- 
siderations peculiar  to  Ireland.  It  was 
a  matter  of  general  principle,  and  a 
question  on  which  he  thought  they  ought 
to  be  guided  by  those  broad  considera- 
tions which  were  applicable  to  every 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom.  He  pre- 
sumed that  in  Ireland,  as  in  other  parts 
of  the  Kingdom,  it  sometimes  happened 
that  an  innocent  man  was  put  on 
his  trial.  Was  it  not  desirable  that 
he  should  be  allowed  to  give  his 
own  account  of  tho  transaction,  and 
submit  that  evidence  which  might 
secure  his  acquittal?  There  might 
be  cases  in  which  the  only  man 
who  could  give  evidence  necessary 
to  establish  his  innocence  was  tho 
prisoner  himself;  and  yet  they  were 
told,  when  it  was  proposed  to  apply  a 
measure  of  that  kind  to  Ireland,  that 
that  was  coercive  legislation.  Was 
that  a  correct  statement  ?  He  would  call 
the  attention  of  hon.  Members  below 
the  Gangway  to  the  fact  that  tho  hon. 
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and  learned  Member  fur  South  Hack- 
ney  gave  one  very  striking  illustration 
of  the  evils,  as  he  said,  of  not  allowing 
prisoners  to  be  called  to  give  evidence. 
Into  the  merits  of  that  case  he  would  not 
enter ;  but  he  would  remind  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  that  the  Maam- 
trasna  case,  selected  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  South  Hackney  to 
illustrate  the  necessity  of  such  a  measure, 
was  a  case  occurring  in  Ireland.  And 
yet  now  it  was  said  that  the  measure 
ought  not  to  extend  to  Ireland.  They 
had  heard  a  good  deal  from  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  in  regard  to  the  spirit 
in  which  Irish  prosecutions  were  con- 
ducted. He  was  very  sorry  to  hear 
what  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
said ;  but,  assuming  it  to  be  the  case 
that  there  was  that  animus  for  convic- 
tions, he  would  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  whether  it  was  not  all  the  more 
reasonable  to  allow  a  man  on  his  trial 
to  give  the  evidence  which,  it  might  be, 
was  the  only  means  for  securing  his 
acquittal  ?  He  was  strongly  of  opinion 
that  it  would  be  a  mistake  if  the  Govern- 
ment excluded  Ireland  from  the  opera- 
tion of  this  measure. 

Mr.  MILYAIN  (Durham)  said,  he 
could  quite  realize  that  if  a  man  charged 
with  a  crime  was  compelled  to  give  evi- 
dence in  open  Court  gross  injustice 
might  arise,  because  it  very  frequently 
happened  that  some  prisoners  were  of 
that  nervous  temperament  that  it  was 
impossible  for  them  to  do  justice  to 
themselves  in  the  witness-box.  It  would 
be  still  worse  for  such  a  person  to  stand 
in  the  witness-box  without  the  protec- 
tion of  counsel  to  defend  him  ;  and  he 
could  also  imagine  that  if  ho  went  into 
the  box  without  the  protection  of  coun- 
sel and  was  badgered  as  he  had  heard 
witnesses  sometimes  badgered  by  coun- 
sel his  safety  might  be  jeopardized. 
For  that  reason,  he  should  object  to 
the  compulsory  application  of  the  Bill 
to  all  prisoners.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  South  Hack- 
ney (Sir  Charles  liusacll)  had  referred 
to  the  question  of  the  application  of  the 
Bill  to  Ireland,  and  he  had  been  sup- 
ported in  his  remarks  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James).  He  (Mr.  Mil- 
vain)  confessed  that  he  sympathized 
with  the  view  that  the  Bill  was  not,  at 
the  present  moment,  necessary  for  the 
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administration  of  justice  in  Ireland. 
He  did  so,  not  on  account  of  anything 
which  had  been  said  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  as  to  the  spirit  of 
the  administration  of  justice  in  Ireland, 
nor  because  he  agreed  with  him  in  the 
instance  which  he  quoted  of  the  Judge, 
who,  because  the  prisoner  was  not 
guilty  of  murder,  charged  him  with 
manslaughter.  Unless  the  procedure 
in  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland  was  TCiy 
different  from  the  procedure  of  the  same 
law  in  England,  it  would  not  be  within 
the  province  of  the  Judge  to  charge 
the  prisoner  with  manslaughter  under 
the  circumstances ;  but  it  would  be  in 
the  province  of  the  jury,  taking  a  mer* 
cif ul  view  of  the  case,  to  find  a  prisoner 
guilty  of  manslaughter  rather  than 
murder.  Nor  did  he  sympathize  with 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford,  because  of  his  threats  of 
obstruction.  If  this  law  were  ne- 
cessary for  Ireland  at  the  present 
moment,  ho  should  not  hesitate  for  an 
instant  to  continue  to  walk  through 
the  Division  Lobby  again  and  again, 
as  they  had  done  last  year,  in 
order  to  pass  the  Bill;  but,  at  the 
present  time,  he  did  not  think  that 
the  Bill  was  necessary  for  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  Ireland.  He  would 
ask  the  Government  to  consider  whether, 
for  other  reasons  than  those  which  had 
been  advanced,  the  Bill  ought  to  be  ex- 
tended to  Ireland  ?  In  the  first  place, 
they  had  had  an  amendment  of  the 
Criminal  Law  in  Ireland  last  year ;  thej 
had  this  subject  then  threshed  out,  and 
under  the  Act  of  last  year  the  prisoner 
was  protected  against  his  evidence  taken 
at  the  preliminary  inquiry  being  used 
against  him  on  his  trial.  If  that  was 
done  last  year,  he  asked  the  House 
whether,  if  the  present  Bill  were  ap- 
plied to  Ireland,  it  would  not  consti- 
tute an  amendment  of  the  Criminal 
Law  (Ireland)  Amendment  Act  as 
enacted  last  year?  He  objected  also 
for  this  reason.  They  were  told  that 
law  and  order  had  become  supremo 
in  Ireland.  They  knew  that  in  Ireland 
there  was  jealousy  of  the  administration 
of  the  law,  rightly  or  wrongly  he  did 
not  pretend  to  say ;  but,  considering 
that  that  feeling  did  exist,  he  asked  the 
Government  to  consider  whether  it  was 
desirable  in  any  sense  whatever  to  in* 
crease  that  feeling  by  extending  to  Ir^- 
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land  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  ?  The 
examination  of  prisoners  was  a  subject 
which  he  had  watched  with  considerable 
interest,  and  he  was  glad  to  say  that  he 
ag^ed  with  the  general  principle.  He 
therefore  supported  this  Bill,  which 
would  also  remove  the  anomaly  which 
existed  at  the  present  time.  Several  in- 
Btances  had  been  quoted  by  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral (Sir  Eichard  Webster)  which  showed 
that  there  were  many  cases  in  which  the 
prisoner  might  give  evidence,  and  many 
other  cases  where  he  was  precluded  from 
80  doing.  He  (Mr.  Milvain)  approved 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  because  it  got 
rid  of  this  anomaly,  and  in  that  respect 
it  was  a  legislative  step  in  the  right 
direction.  But  there  was  another  reason 
why  he  agreed  with  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  and  that  was  because  it  corrected 
an  existing  evil.  As  the  law  existed  at 
present,  when  the  prisoner  went  into 
the  witness-box  to  give  evidence,  he 
might  be  asked  if  he  had  been  pre- 
viously convicted  of  any  offence.  He 
could  give  an  instance  which  occurred 
in  his  own  hearing  of  a  man  who  was 
charged  with  a  crime  under  the  Cri- 
minal Law  Amendment  Act.  The  man 
had  been  previously  charged  with  a 
similar  offence,  and  had  suffered  im- 
prisonment; but  after  he  was  discharged 
from  gaol  he  came  into  some  money — 
a  large  sum  for  him,  of  about  £600  — 
and  immediately  afterwards  a  second 
charge  was  laid  against  him.  Fortu- 
nately, he  was  defended  by  counsel,  who 
believed  he  saw  that  the  charge  was  the 
reaolt  of  a  conspiracy  to  extort  money, 
and  was  fortunate  enough  in  breaking 
down  the  case  in  cross-examination  of 
the  first  two  witnesses;  the  man  was 
thereupon  discharged  with  the  appro- 
bation of  the  Judge.  He  would  ask 
the  House  what  would  have  occurred 
had  that  man  not  been  defended  by 
counsel  ?  If  the  case  of  conspiracy  had 
not  been  established  before  the  case  for 
the  prosecution  was  concluded,  and  the 
man  had  been  permitted  to  go  into  the 
witness-box  to  give  his  testimony,  his 
previous  conviction  would  have  been  put 
before  the  Court,  and  the  jury  would 
not  have  hesitated  a  single  moment  in 
convicting  him.  He  said  that  the 
principle,  but  not  the  letter,  of  this 
Bill  corrected  that  evil.  The  Bill 
said  that  no  person  examined  under 
thia  Act   ahonld   be  examined   as   to 


previous  convictions.  But  might  it  not 
be  contended  rightly  by  counsel  that 
this  Act  did  not  apply  to  the  Acts  under 
which  prisoners  might  now  be  examined, 
and  that  under  thoCriminal  Law  Amend- 
ment Act  questions  as  to  previous  con- 
viction might  be  put  to  the  prisoner? 
He  suggested,  with  every  deference  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  Qeneral,  that  a  clause  should 
be  added  to  the  Bill  providing  that  it 
should  not  be  lawful  for  any  prisoner  to 
be  called  and  examined  as  a  witness 
otherwise  than  in  accordance  with  this 
Act,  and  that  the  clauses  of  previous 
Acts  relating  to  this  matter  should 
thereby  be  repealed.  Subject  to  that 
Amendment  he  agreed  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill,  because  he  believed 
its  effect  would  be  to  render  more  cer- 
tain the  conviction  of  the  guilty  and  the 
acquittal  of  the  innocent. 

Mr.  DONALD  CRAWFOED  (Lan- 
ark, N.E.)  said,  the  Legal  Profession  in 
Scotland  entirely  approved  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  measure.  With  reference 
to  the  Amendment,  there  could  be  no 
doubt  that  special  reasons  required  to 
be  given  why  a  measure  affecting 
Criminal  Law  should  be  applied  to  Great 
Britain  and  not  to  Ireland.  But  he 
thought  the  reasons  given  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  why  the  Bill  should 
not  be  extended  to  Ireland  would  ap- 
pear very  satisfactory  to  the  House. 
The  maxim  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay)  laid 
down  was  a  very  weighty  one — namely, 
that  the  Criminal  Law  of  the  land  should 
be  the  same  in  all  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom  ;  but  coming  from  his  lips  it 
had  all  the  charm  of  novelty,  and  must 
have  been  a  surprise  to  the  House.  He 
(Mr.  Crawford)  did  not,  however,  make 
that  remark  for  the  sake  of  fixing  upon 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  imputa- 
tion of  stating  a  paradoxical  opinion, 
or  following  an  inconsistent  course  of 
action,  but  in  order  to  point  out  the 
reason  why  this  part  of  the  Criminal  Law 
should  not  bo  the  same  in  Ireland  as  in 
Great  Britain  was  because  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  and  his  Friends  had  suc- 
ceeded in  bringing  it  about  that  the  main 
body  of  the  criminal  procedure  in  Ireland 
was  not  the  same  as  in  the  other  parts 
of  the  Kingdom.  He  (Mr.  Crawford), 
and  those  who  thought  with  him,  con- 
tended that  the  administration  of  the 
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Criminal  Law  in  Ireland  partook  of  the 
nature  of  an  inquisition  ;  that  a  prisoner 
was  not  safe ;  that  he  was  not  pro- 
tected or  sure  of  obtaining  fair  play ; 
that  the  law  was  not  in  itself  in  con- 
formity with  the  opinions  and  the  feel- 
ings of  the  people,  and,  therefore,  was 
not  administered  in  a  way  which  they 
considered  fair  and  just ;  and,  so  long  as 
that  state  of  things  continued,  he 
thought  tho  Irish  should  not  be  deprived 
of  what  they  felt  to  be  a  real  protection. 
It  would  bo  a  harsh,  arbitrary,  unjust, 
and  unwise  thing  if  the  opinion  of  the 
Irish  Members  was  not  allowed  to 
prevail  on  this  question.  But  his 
principal  object  in  rising  was  to  ex- 
press the  acknowledgment  that  the 
Bill,  so  far  as  Scotland  and  England 
were  concerned,  was  a  welcome  improve- 
ment of  the  Criminal  Law.  The  subject 
was  not  new  to  them.  It  was  manv 
years  since  the  Faculty  of  Advocates,  of 
which  ho  was  a  member,  affirmed  the 
principle  of  tho  Bill  when  it  was  first 
brought  in  by  a  private  Member,  and 
the  feeling  in  favour  of  it  had  steadily 
grown.  They  had  always  in  Scotland 
had  some  experience  of  the  principle  of 
consideration  being  given  to  the  evidence 
of  a  prisoner.  When  the  prisoner  was 
apprehended,  ho  had  tho  opportunity  of 
making  a  statement ;  and  if  ho  did  so, 
his  statement  formed  a  necessary  portion 
of  the  criminal  proceedings.  It  was 
truo  that,  technically,  it  could  only  be 
used  as  evidence  against  him,  and  not 
for  him  ;  but  its  production  had  hardly 
ever  been  refused  by  the  prosecution, 
and  had  often  been  a  safeguard  of  the 
innocent.  Accordingly,  their  experience 
had  led  Scottish  lawyers  and  the  Scottish 
public  to  tho  opinion  that  the  extension 
of  the  principle  would  bo  a  beneficial 
thing.  At  the  same  time,  there  were 
certain  details  in  which  tho  measure 
might,  with  advantage,  be  bettor  ad- 
justed to  tho  wants  of  Scotland.  He 
was  sure  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Lord  Advocate  would  give 
due  consideration  to  them,  and  that  in 
Committeo  tho  necessary  corrections 
would  bo  made. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGII  (Northamplon) 
said,  ho  found  some  difficulty  in  this 
matter,  because  ho  was  thoroughly  in 
favour  of  the  Bill  as  it  stood.  lie  op- 
posed the  Bill  when  it  was  brought  in 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
tho  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James) 
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in  1 886,  because  ho  thought  there  was  not 
then  sufficient  protection  for  ignorant 
prisoners,  especially  in  cases  of  poaching 
offences  and  trade  disputes ;  and  to  meet 
the  objection  he  then  raised,  which 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
admitted  had  some  force,  and  which 
would  then  have  been  dealt  with  had 
it  been  possible  at  that  period  of  the 
Session,  a  clause  had  been  added  which 
protected  that  class  of  prisoners.  It  was 
because  he  believed  the  Bill  to  be  in  its 
present  condition  an  exceedingly  valuable 
one,  and  one  which  might  be  of  enor- 
mous benefit  to  prisoners  in  the  country, 
that  he  appealed  to  the  Government- 
he  did  not  know  that  any  kind  of  appeal 
could  have  weight  after  the  appeal  made 
by  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bury  and  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Russell), 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
^Member  for  Durham  (Mr.  Milvain) — he 
appealed  to  the  Government  in  the  in- 
terest of  the  Bill  itself  not  to  include 
Ireland  in  it>  and  he  trusted  to  give 
satisfactory  reasocs  in  support  of  that 
appeal.  It  was  said  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  In- 
verness (Mr.  Finlay)  that  the  Bill  dealt 
with  a  general  principle,  and  that  it  ought, 
therefore,  to  apply  generally  to  the  whole 
of  tho  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain 
and  Ireland.  That  would  be  an  effective 
argument  if  legislation  had  always  been 
conducted  on  that  basis ;  but  it  had  not 
been.  On  many  matters  of  general 
principle  they  had  excepted  one  or  the 
other  country.  He  always  thought  that 
unfortunate  ;  he  always  thought  that  of 
itself  gave  somo  colour  to  the  claim  that 
there  should  be  separate  Legislatures 
dealing  with  the  separate  countries ;  but 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  they  had  ex- 
ceptional circumstances  here  which  did 
justify  at  present  the  appeal  to  exempt 
Ireland  from  this  Act.  He  did  not  quite 
understand  tho  point  urged  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  tho  Member  for 
Inverness  as  to  one  defendant  not  hav- 
ing given  to  liini  tho  right  to  call  other 
dot'ondants  included  in  tho  same  indict- 
ment. 

Mr.  finlay  eaid,  that  he  simply 
endorsed  what  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Hackney 
said  upon  that  point. 

Mb.  BEADLAUGH  said,  at  the  pre- 
sent  moment  the  law  of  England  cer- 
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talDly,  and  he  thought  the  law  of  the 
other  countries  also,  was  that  so  long  as 
the  whole  of  the  defendants  were  not 
given  in  charge  to  the  jury,  any  one  of 
the  defendants  might  apply  to  be  tried 
separately,  and  might  ground  his  appli- 
cation on  the  fact  that  he  wanted  to  call 
his  co-defendants  as  witnesses,  and  he 
had  the  right  to  do  that,  and,  as  far  as 
his  (Mr.  Bradlaugh's)  knowledge  went, 
the  Court  would  always  accede  to  that 
request.  Therefore,  he  did  not  under- 
stand the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Qentleman  the  Member  for 
Inverness.  If  this  Bill  were  passed  in 
its  present  form,  he  understood  that  a 
prisoner  would  have  the  right  to  tender 
himself  as  a  witness,  or  to  tender  his  wife 
as  a  witness,  on  his  behalf,  or  the  pro- 
seoution  or  anyco-prisoner  would  equally 
have  the  right  to  call  him  as  a  witness 
with  this  reservation,  that  the  prisoner 
andhis  wife  wouldhavethe  right  to  refuse 
in  the  event  of  their  thinking  it  would 
he  right  to  do  so.  There  was  one  point 
raised  which  he  thought  would  be  worthy 
of  very  serious  consideration  when  they 
gotinto  Committee,  and  that  was  the  point 
tbat  neither  the  Judge  nor  the  counsel 
for  the  prosecution  ought  to  have  the 
right  to  comment  hostilely  upon  the  ab- 
Bteation  of  the  prisoner  from  going  into 
the  witness-box.  The  matter  ought  not 
to  be  dealt  with  as  it  would  be  in  a  civil 
case.  He  had  reason  to  remember  a 
case  in  which  three  persons  were  indicted 
together ;  one  of  them  applied  to  be 
tried  separately,  and  the  counsel  for  the 
prosecution  in  that  case  said  he  should 
comment  upon  the  fact,  in  the  event  of 
their  not  being  put  in  the  box,  of  the 
other  prisoners  not  being  called  by  the 
one  who  would  be  tried  separately.  In 
that  case  the  prisoner  put  the  others  in 
the  box,  and  said  nothing  to  them,  ex- 
cept to  ask  them  their  names,  thus  re- 
lieving  himself  from  the  risk  of  hostile 
comment  on  account  of  not  calling  them ; 
but  it  was  not  every  prisoner  tried  by 
himself  who  had  sufficient  knowledge  of 
what  was  in  his  power  to  do.  A  man 
would  not  care  to  render  himself  opon 
to  the  unfair  position  in  wliich  he  might 
be  placed,  and  ho  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
thought  there  ought  to  be  in  Committee 
an  addition  made  to  the  Bill  to  the  effect 
that  there  should  not  be  any  hostile 
comment  either  by  the  prosecuting 
ooansel,  or  by  the  Judge,  or  by  any  ad- 
vocate for  any  other  prisoner  charged 


upon  the  fact  that  the  prisoner  or 
his  wife  had  refused  to  exercise 
their  right  of  going  into  the  box. 
It  would  be  a  mistake  to  leave  them 
the  right  of  refusal  if  the  exercise  of  it 
was  to  weigh  against  them  as  though  it 
were  a  matter  of  guilt.  Now,  having 
dealt  with  that  point,  and  expressed  his 
hope  that  this  Bill  might  become  law 
for  England,  Wales,  and  Scotland,  he 
ventured  to  say  a  word  upon  the  appeal 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  T. 
M.  Healy).  As  he  understood  him,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  agreed  with 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  agreed  that 
wives  should  have  the  choice  of  beinjr 
called,  and  he  agreed  that  prisoners  also 
should  have  that  choice,  if  it  were  not 
as  he  alleged — and  he  (Mr.  Bradlaugh) 
thought  with  good  grounds — that  an 
exceptional  state  of  things  existed  in 
Ireland.  He  would  not  discuss  how 
that  exceptional  state  of  things  had 
originated  which  would  make  the  ex- 
amination of  prisoners  as  witnesses 
absolutely  unfair.  One  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman's  grounds  of 
objection  was  that  the  magistrates  before 
whom  the  people  must  often  come  in 
the  cases  he  had  in  mind  were  magis- 
trates not  of  the  ordinary  character,  but 
removable  magistrates,  tempted  to  act 
rather  as  partizans  than  as  Judges,  and  as 
advocates  for  the  prosecution  rather  than 
as  persons  seeking  for  the  truth.  There 
did  seem  to  him  to  be  real  and  material 
objection  in  that,  and  it  was  put  very 
fairly  to  the  House  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Durham  that  if  they  extended  this  Bill 
to  Ireland  now  they  would  really  over- 
ride what  the  Government  themselves 
consented  to  last  year  having  an  over- 
whelming majority  at  their  disposal, 
when  they  exempted  prisoners  from 
having  their  examinations  brought  up 
against  them  as  evidence  in  their  trial. 
The  objection  which  he  (Mr.  Bradlaugli) 
made  to  the  Bill  had  been  fairly  and 
fully  mot,  and  it  was  because  he  did  not 
desiro  that  ho  should  bo  driven  into 
voting,  as  he  must  vote,  for  theAmeud- 
ment,  which  he  did  not  like — it  was  that 
he  should  not  be  driven  into  voting  for 
an  Amendment  which,  if  carried,  would 
be  fatal  to  the  whole  of  the  Bill,  that  he 
asked  the  Government  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  appeal  which    had    no 
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Party  character.  It  was  an  appeal  made 
to  them  from  their  own  side,  an  appeal 
made  to  thorn  by  therighthon.and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury,  who 
certainly  had  this  Bill  at  heart,  and  who, 
to  his  (Mr.  Bradlaugh's)  knowledge, 
took  great  pains  with  it  in  previous 
Sessions  when  it  was  in  his  hands  ;  and 
it  was  an  appeal  which  he  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  made  in  no  antagonism  to  the 
Government  at  all,  but  because  he  be- 
lieved that  the  Bill  might  be  risked  in 
passing,  if  the  wishes  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
North  Longford  were  not  acceded  to, 
wishes  which  were  very  justly  founded 
upon  the  way  in  which  justice  was  ad- 
ministered in  Ireland.  Ho  was  sorry  to 
hear  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Longford  eay  there  was  prejudice 
in  this  country  against  the  poor  on  trial. 
He  did  not  think  such  a  prejudice 
existed  ;  it  was  true  that  in  some  trade 
disputes,  and  it  was  true  that  in  some 
poaching  offences,  they  did  got  what  he 
might  call  a  Party  administration  of 
justice ;  but  outside  such  cases,  and  they 
were  very  exceptional,  he  did  not  think 
there  was  any  excuse  for  saying  that 
the  Criminal  Law  in  this  country  was 
pressed  more  harshly  against  the  poor 
than  against  the  rich,  cr  that  it  was 
pressed  more  harshly  against  the  un- 
popular man  than  it  was  against  the 
popular  man.  He  deemed  it  right  to 
say  that.  He  could  quite  understand 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  saying  what  he  did^considering 
his  unfortunate  experience  of  the  ad- 
ministration— it  was  hardly  fair  to  call 
it  justice — of  the  law  in  his  own  country. 
No  doubt  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
thought  that  what  obtained  in  Ireland 
obtained  in  England  also,  but  it  did  not. 
Ho  would  not  trouble  the  House  with 
any  further  remarks  upon  the  point.  He 
did  not  quite  understand  what  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Durham  meant 
by  the  compulsory  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  for  there  were  no  compulsory  pro- 
visions. There  was  great  power  of  as- 
certaining the  evidence  given  ;  but  the 
prisoner  was  told — and  by  the  clause 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
had  inserted,  which  met  entirely  the  ob- 
jection he  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  raised  for 
two  years  to  this  Bill — the  prisoner  was 
told  **  you  have  the  right  to  refuse.*'  It 
was  only  needed  that  there  should  be  in 
Committee  inserted  in  tho  Bill    some 
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provision  that  the  refasal  of  a  priaoneT 
to  give  evidence  should  not  be  oom- 
mented  upon  against  him.  If  that  were 
done  he  did  not  see  a  shadow  of  unfair- 
ness in  the  Bill  at  all,  and  he  ventured, 
in  sitting  down,  to  ask  the  Govemment 
to  exempt  Ireland  from  the  operation  of 
the  Bill,  which  would  then  pass  practi- 
cally as  an  unopposed  measure.  All 
Members  concurred  in  wishing  to  make 
the  Bill  law,  and  all  would  like  to  aee 
it  extended  to  Ireland  when  a  better 
state  of  things  came  about,  and  when 
its  administration  would  not  be  associated 
with  exceptional  legislation  which  was 
rightly  regarded  as  coercive. 

TnE  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University)  said,  that  in  the  few  obser- 
vations  which  he  desired  to  lay  before 
the  House  he  would  confine  himself  to 
the  duty  or  expediency  of  including  Ire- 
land within  the  scope  of  the  measure. 
There  had  been  absolute  unanimity  in 
favour  of  its  principle,  and  he  submitted 
that  its  character  in  connection  with  the 
administration  of  justice  and  the  admissi- 
bility of  evidence  made  it  primd  facie  to 
apply  equally  to  every  portion  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  Suppose  the  Bill,  if 
passed  into  law,  were  not  to  apply  to 
Ireland,  how  extraordinary  the  position 
would  be  ?  If  a  man  happened  to  be 
accused  of  a  crime  in  England,  every- 
one was  agreed  that  it  would  be  for  his 
protection,  if  innocent,  that  he  should 
be  able  to  give  his  own  version  of  the 
story.  The  same  man  could  not  give 
his  version  of  the  story  if  accused  in  Ire- 
land. What  shadow  of  excuse  could 
there  be  for  limiting  the  measure  in  that 
way  ?  The  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry 
James)  and  others  urged  their  appeal 
to  the  interest  of  the  Bill,  But  the 
question  to  be  considered  was  the  in- 
terests of  the  administration  of  justice 
in  Ireland.  He  looked  upon  this  mea- 
sure as  a  remedial  measure,  and,  there- 
fore, he  thought  it  should  be  extended 
to  Ireland.  It  would  be  very  easy  to 
take  hold  of  this  Bill  as  a  convenient 
peg  on  whicli  to  hang  a  denunciation  of 
tho  administration  of  the  law  in  Ireland. 
It  had  been  stated  to  the  House  that 
there  existed  in  Ireland  a  widespread 
feeling  of  distrust  with  reference  to  the 
administration  of  justice  in  Ireland.  It 
had  been  also  stated  that  Irish  Judg^ 
were  inclined  to  lean  rather  more  heavily 
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a^inst  an  accused  person  than  were 
English  Judges.  He  did  not  now  intend 
to  enter  into  a  defence  of  the  Irish 
Judges,  but  he  altogether  denied  that 
statement.  A  certain  portion  of  the 
administration  of  justice  was  now  en- 
trusted to  what  had  been  called  ''re- 
movable "  magistrates  ;  but  a  certain 
portion  of  the  law  was  administered  the 
same  way  in  England. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  :  They  have'  the 
right  of  appeal  always. 

Mr.  madden  :  But  if  there  was  a 
small  portion  of  the  law  administered  in 
this  way,  were  they  to  legislate  for  that 
special  portion  ?  It  occurred  to  him 
that  if  the  arguments  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  North  Longford 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  were  examined  they 
tended  to 'show  that  there  was  all  the 
more  necessity  for  the  extension  of  this 
Bill  to  Ireland.  If  Judges  were  unfair 
this  Bill  was  all  the  more  wanted,  be- 
cause everyone  who  had  spoken  had 
admitted  that  the  Bill  would  be  a  pro- 
tection to  an  innocent  man  who  found 
himself  in  the  dock.  If  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  agreed  that  that  was 
the  case,  and  at  the  same  time  argued 
that  the  innocent  man  in  Ireland  was 
exposed  to  peril  on  account  of  the  un- 
fairness of  the  Judges,  he  thought  the 
argument  led  to  the  opposite  conclusion. 
If  they  were  going  to  improve  the 
method  of  taking  evidence  under  the 
criminal  system,  surely  they  ought  to 
improve  it  throughout  the  entire  King- 
dom, and  for  the  benefit  of  every  class. 
The  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  said  that — 

*'  It  is  inexpedient  to  make  any  further 
changes  in  Criminal  Law  until  a  Court  of  Ap- 
peal in  criminal  cases  has  been  established." 

No  doubt,  the  question  of  the  establish- 
ment of  a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal  was 
a  question  of  the  very  greatest  impor- 
tance. But  what  was  the  force  of  the 
argument  which  had  been  deduced  in 
favoar  of  the  establishment  of  such  a 
Oonrt?  It  was  that  miscarriages  of 
justice  might  occur  in  the  trial  of  a  case 
before  a  jury.  But  was  this  Bill  a  Bill 
to  improve  the  mode  of  conducting 
trials,  or  was  it  not?  If  it  was  not, 
what  was  the  meaning  of  this  consensus 
of  opinion  in  its  favour  ?  If  it  was,  how 
could  it  be  said  that  the  chances  of  mis- 
carriaga  were  not  diminished  ?  In  con - 
doiion,  he  ventured  to  hope  that  the 
Home  would  oome  to  the  decision  that 


this  measure  was  an  efficient  measure, 
and  one  which  was  in  favour  of  a  class 
which,  above  all  others,  the  House  was 
bound  to  consider. 

Sia  HENRY  JAMES  (Bury,  Lanca- 
shire) said,  he  was  sorry  to  have  to 
trouble  the  House  a  second  time,  but  as 
an  Amendment  had  been  moved  which 
narrowed  the  question  before  the  House 
he  wished  to  make  a  few  further  obser- 
vations. Of  course,  all  would  appreciate 
the  fact  that  the  Bill  before  the  House 
would  give  an  advantage  to  innocent 
persons ;  but  it  was  necessary  to  look  to 
the  circumstances  in  which  that  oppor- 
tunity was  given,  and  practical  reasons 
and  difficulties  occurred  to  his  mind  why 
he  thought  that  it  might  be  that  a  dif- 
ferent effect  would  be  given  to  that  op- 
portunity in  Ireland  than  would  be  given 
in  England.  He  had  hoped  the 
Government  would  have  given  way 
to  the  appeal  made  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  South 
Hackney  (Sir  Charles  Hussell)  and  him- 
self, and  have  excluded  Ireland  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill.  He  would  not  go 
into  the  question  of  the  administration 
of  justice  in  Ireland,  but  did  not  think  it 
was  possible  to  assert  that  the  conduct 
of  criminal  cases  in  Ireland  was  exactly 
the  Jsame  as  it  was  in  England. 
Anyone  who  had  watched  the  conduct 
of  criminal  cases  in  England  would  know 
that  no  prosecuting  counsel  ever  thought 
of  exercising  any  ingenuity  to  secure  a 
conviction.  The  Judge  was  always 
careful  that  no  prosecuting  counsel 
should  for  a  moment  exceed  the  line  of 
his  duty.  He  hoped  and  believed  that 
was  the  state  of  things  in  Ireland  ;  but 
he  was  not  quite  sure  that  in  some  class 
of  cases  there  would  not  be  an  acuter 
phase  of  forensic  rivalry  than  would  be 
displayed  in  this  country,  so  that  the  effi- 
cacious principle  might  not  be  the  same 
in  Ireland  as  in  England.  But  then  there 
was  the  question  of  a  prisoner  who  did 
not  wish  to  be  called.  English  prisoners, 
he  was  sure,  as  a  rule,  would  regard 
this  Bill  as  a  beneficent  and  merciful 
measure  in  their  favour,  and  would  in 
most  cases  wish  to  be  examined  on 
their  trial.  But  they  must  take  Ire- 
land as  it  was.  They  must  take  tlie 
opinion  in  Ireland  as  it  was,  and  they 
must  take  into  consideration  the  opi- 
nions of  the  Kepresentatives  of  the 
Irish  people  as  they  were.  Although 
he  thought  they  would  be  teaching  the 
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Irish  people  wronglj,yef  they  would  teach 
the  Irish  people  that  this  was  a  hostile 
measure  ;  and  if  they  did  that,  might 
it  not  be  that  the  Irish  criminal  would 
take  up  an  attitude  of  dogged  hostility 
to  this  measure,  and  refuse  to  go 
into  the  witness-box  ?  If  that  should 
prove  to  be  the  case  a  position  would 
be  taken  up  by  the  Irish  prisoner 
which  would  defeat  the  very  object  of 
the  Bill.  He  would  remind  the  Go- 
vernment that  those  who  were  united 
in  their  efforts  to  maintain  the  Im- 
perial Parliament  constantly  stated 
that  they  were  willing  to  listen  to 
the  opinions  of  Irish  Members,  and, 
in  matters  solely  affecting  Ireland,  to 
give  to  those  opinions  their  due  weight, 
having  regard  to  their  being  based  on 
local  knowledge.  The  Bill  would  only 
succeed  if  it  were  regarded  as  a  bene- 
ficent Bill ;  and  if  it  were  regarded  as 
a  measure  establishing  a  tyrannical 
inquisitorial  power  it  would  not  be  a 
good  Bill.  He  therefore  appealed  to 
the  Government  to  accede  to  the 
Amendment,  and  allow  the  Bill  to 
come  into  operation  in  England  with- 
out further  delay.  When  experience 
had  manifested  the  beneficial  operation 
of  this  change  in  the  law,  a  desire  for 
its  extension  to  Ireland  would,  no 
doubt,  soon  arise  in  that  country. 

The  SOLIOITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Edward  Clarke)  (Plymouth)  said,  he 
was  very  glad  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
Henry  James)  had  had  au  opportunity 
of  addressing  the  House  again,  and  of 
developing  what  he  called  the  arguments 
in  favour  of  this  Amendment.  The  faot 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  made 
an  appeal  to  the  Government  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment  was  a  matter  of  im- 
portance, having  regard  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  previous  connection 
with  this  Bill.  His  words  were  entitled 
to  be  considered ;  but  they,  in  effect, 
amounted  to  a  most  amazing  argument. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  strongly 
in  favour  of  the  principle  of  a  prisoner 
being  allowed  to  give  evidence  in  his  own 
defence,  yet,  though  he  could  point  out 
no  distinction  in  principle  between  Ire- 
land and  England,  he  now  urged  the 
House  to  withhold  this  beneficent  Bill — 
to  use  his  own  term — from  Ireland.  His 
argument  was  that  it  ought  not  to  be 
extended  to  Ireland,  because  the  Irish 
Members  were  against  it.    If  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  believed  that  this  change 
in  the  Law  of  Evidence  would  make  the 
administration  of  the  Criminal  Law  more 
fair  and  just,  there  was  no  reason  for 
not  extending  it  to  Ireland,  save  that 
which  was  based  on  the  alleged  partiality 
of  Irish  Judges,  which  was  a  ground 
disavowed  by  the  right  hon.  Oentlemau 
himself.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Haokney 
(Sir  Charles  Russell)  and  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Brad- 
laugh)  had  appealed  to  the  Government 
not  to  extend  the  Bill  to  Ireland  ;  but  the 
only  real  argument  that  had  been  ad- 
duced in  support  of  such  a  course  was 
that  it  would  ba  more  easy  to  pass  the 
Bill  if  this  Amendment  were  agreed  to. 
That  argument  had  great  force  with  him, 
for  before  he  entered  the  House  he  had 
pledged  himself  to  do  all  he  could  to 
have  the  law  amended  as  the  Bill  pro- 
posed to  amend  it ;  and  he  was  most 
anxious  to  see  it  placed  upon  the  Statute 
Book,  even  if  it  only  extended  to  Eng- 
land. But  this  was  not  the  end  of  the 
Session,  and  the  House  had  still  plenty 
of  time  to  deal  with  this  subject ;  and  if 
it  was  right  to  extend  the  Bill  to  Ireland 
the  House  ought  not  to  be  frightened 
out  of  doing  so  by  the  threats  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  right  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  should  apply  such  a  term  to 
what  he  said.  He  made  no  threat ;  he 
merely  expressed  his  intention  of  exer- 
cising his  Constitutional  right  of  op- 
posing the  measure. 

Sir  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  he 
should  like  to  know  what  single  word 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  would  use 
to  describe  the  intimation  he  had  given 
them? 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  would 
not  describe  it  by  any  single  word,  but 
by  several. 

Sir  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  the 
word  he  had  used  was  the  nearest  he 
could  think  of  to  describe  the  intimation 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  that  if 
the  Amendment  was  not  accepted  he 
would  devote  his  days  and  nights  to 
constructing  Amendments. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  he  never 
mentioned  the  word  Amendments. 

Sia  EDWARD  CLARKE  said,  at  this 
period  of  the  Session  it  would  not  be 
just  or  wiso  or  ri^ht  to  yield  to  such  ftn 
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intimation  as  this.    The  hon .  and  learned 
Solicitor     General     for    Ireland     (Mr. 
Madden)  had  dealt  with  what  might  be 
stjrled  the  "  atmosphere "  of  the  Irish 
Courts.     But  the  worse  the  atmosphere 
was,  the  more  essential  was  it  that  the 
prisoner  should  be  allowed  the  privilege 
of  giving  evidence.     It  was  said  that 
an  ignorant  prisoner  would  bo  pounced 
upon   and   unfairly  cross-examined  by 
experienced  Queen's  Counsel ;  but  his 
experience  of  criminal  trials  was  that  if 
an  ignorant  witness  was  unfairly  cross- 
examined  the  sympathies  of  the  jury 
were  always  drawn  to  him.     [An  hon. 
M£HOER :    Packed  juries.]       Well,   if 
(he  Judges  were  partial  and  the  juries 
were  packed,  no  rules  of  evidence  were 
of  much  importance.     The  safeguard 
afforded  by  publicity  existed  in  Ireland 
as  in  England.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  South  Hackney  had   re- 
ferred to  the  Maamtrasna  case.     With 
regard   to  that  case  he  (Sir  Edward 
Clarke)  had  in  the  past  expressed  his 
opinion.     He  adhered  to  that  opinion, 
and  was  quite  ready  to  repeat  it  at  any 
time.     But  that  case  was  very  curiously 
introduced  by   the  hon.   and    learned 
Member,     who    argued    that    if    the 
prisoners  could  at  the  Maamtrasna  trial 
have  given  evidence  an  innocent  man 
would  have  been  saved,  and  then  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  went  on  to 
argue  that  this  change  of  the  law  should 
not  be  extended  to  Ireland.     At  present 
there  existed  absurd  anomalies,  owing 
to  a  man  charged  under  the  Criminal 
Law  Amendment  Act  with  an  assault  on 
a  child  being  permitted  to  give  evidence, 
while  another  man  charged  with  an  at- 
tempt to  commit  a  still    more  serious 
crime  could  not.     These  anomalies  ex- 
isted in  Ireland  as  well  as  in  England, 
and  ought  to  be  abolished.     He   felt 
very  strongly  in  favour  of  that  portion 
of  the  Bill  which  swept  away  that  bar- 
barous rule  which  prevented  a  husband 
and  wife  giving  evidence  for  each  other. 
It  was  amazing  that  such  a  rule  should 
have  been  allowed  to  continue  on  the 
Statate  Book  until  now.     The  inequity 
of  this  rule  was  strongly  brought  home 
to  his  mind  by  a  case  in  which  he  ap- 
peared for  a  prisoner  some  years  ago. 
The  prisoner,  a  respectable  man,  who 
had  been  28  years  in  the  employment 
of  the  same  firm  in  London,  was  charged 
with  setting  fire  to  the  premises.    He 
WM  the  last  person  known  to  leave  the 


premises.  He  left  at  6  o'clock,  and  the 
fire  occurred  at  8  o'clock.  He  believed 
the  prisoner  to  be  innocent — the  man 
being  of  the  highest  character  and  hav- 
ing no  motive  for  committing  the  crime. 
He  asked  him  to  account  for  the  interval 
between  6  and  8  o'clock.  The  man  said 
ho  had  been  making  a  few  purchases  at 
one  or  two  shops,  and  then  went  home 
and  helped  his  wife  with  the  children. 
The  children  were  too  young  to  be  put 
in  the  witness-box,  and  by  the  existing 
laws  of  evidence  neither  the  wife  nor  the 
husband  could  give  any  evidence.  He 
did  not  dare  to  call  the  persons  at  whose 
shops  the  prisoner  had  called,  for  they 
could  only  account  for  half-an-hour  of 
the  two  hours,  and  one  hour  and  a-half 
would  have  remained  unaccounted  for. 
Fortunately  the  presiding  Judge  care- 
fully looked  into  the  case,  and  the  man 
was  acquitted.  But  this  case  firmly 
convinced  him  of  the  unfairness  of  not 
permitting  a  wife  to  give  evidence  on 
behalf  of  her  husband.  There  was  no 
real  ground  for  the  suggestion  that  the 
change  which  the  Bill  would  effect  would 
injure  any  innocent  prisoner.  Hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  said  that 
prisoners  in  that  country  were  tried  in 
an  atmosphere  of  adverse  prejudice. 
Well,  given  an  unfair  Judge,  a  jury 
prejudiced  against  the  prisoner,  and  a 
prosecuting  counsel  inclined  to  be  un- 
fair— given  such  a  state  of  things,  what 
possible  chance  would  a  prisoner  have 
who  could  not  give  evidence  in  his  own 
behalf  ?  By  shutting  out  the  evidence 
of  an  innocent  prisoner,  tried  before  an 
unfair  Judge  and  a  biassed  jury,  dealing 
with  inferences  and  hypotheses  they 
would  be  doing  the  very  thing  which 
must  destroy  all  his  chances  of  proving 
his  innocence.  He  had  known  many 
oases  of  prisoners  who  had  saved  them- 
selves by  the  statements  which  they 
were  permitted  to  make  to  the  jury ; 
and  again  and  again  prisoners  had 
asked  him,  with  tears  in  their  eyes, 
whether  they  could  not  give  evidence. 
The  present  practice  was  not  at  all  satis- 
factory. It  would  be  remembered  how, 
at  the  trial  of  O'Donnell  some  four  years 
ago,  the  counsel  for  the  prisoner  claimed 
the  right  to  state  to  the  Court,  as  a 
narrative  of  facts,  the  story  supplied  to 
him  by  his  client,  and  how  the  Judges 
decided  that  counsel  had  no  such  right. 
In  consequence  of  that  decision  the 
dangerous  practice  had  arisen  of  allow- 
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ing  a  prisoner  to  make  a  statement  be- 
fore his  counsel's  address  to  the  jury. 
This  gave  a  great  advantage  to  a  olever 
rogue,  but  if  he  were  liable  to  cross- 
examination  his  cleverness  would  avail 
him  little.  In  the  witness-box  clumsy 
innocence  would  succeed  in  gaining  an 
acquittal  from  a  jury  far  more  certainly 
than  clever  roguery.  He  trusted  that 
the  House  would  persist  in  its  deter- 
mination to  pass  the  Bill  unaltered,  and 
thus  to  do  an  act  of  real  and  substantial 
justice  to  innocent  defendants,  not  only 
in  this  country,  but  in  Ireland  also. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  that  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke), 
powerful  as  they  were,  were  not  directed 
to  the  point  of  the  Amendment,  but  to 
the  defence  of  the  general  principles  of 
the  Bill.  There  was  no  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  the  utility  of  the  measure. 
They  were  all  agreed  that  to  allow 
prisoners  to  become  witnesses  when  they 
wislied  to  do  so  would  be  a  humane  and 
beneficent  change.  He  was  unwilling, 
for  that  reason,  to  make  a  remark  of  a 
political  character.  But  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
Henry  James)  must  now  perceive  that 
the  view  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  of 
the  principles  upon  which  Ireland  ought 
to  be  governed  wero  not  the  views  he 
entertained.  He  could  not  agree  that 
all  the  reasons  which  existed  for  the 
application  of  the  Bill  to  England  must 
necessarily  exist  in  the  case  of  Ireland 
also.  The  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  said  that  there  was  no  distinc- 
tion between  the  cases.  It  would  be 
very  easy  to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  why  he  did  not  lay  down  the 
same  principle  in  such  a  matter,  for 
example,  as  local  government.  If  the 
principles  upon  which  the  demand  for 
the  extension  of  local  government  was 
founded  were  admitted  to  bo  beneficent 
and  wise,  why  not  extend  their  applica- 
tion to  Ireland  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  not  dealt  effectively  with 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy) — that  the  atmosphere  of  an  Irish 
Court  was  not  supposed  by  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  be  favourable  to  the  prisoner. 
The  argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  proved  that 
there  was  all  the  difiPeronce  in  the  world 
between  the  operation  of  a  measure  in 
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Courts  like  the  English  Courts  and  its 
operation  in  Courts  such  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  and  his  Friends  be- 
lioved  theirs  to  be.  This  was  a  Bill  in 
favour  of  tlie  prisoner ;  but  the  Gh)Tem- 
ment  were  g^ing  to  apply  it  in  a  country 
where  it  would  inevitably  be  regarded — 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly — as  being 
hostile  to  the  prisoner.  The  effect  of  the 
measure  upon  Irish  opinion  would  be  the 
very  opposite  of  that  which  was  justly 
claimed  for  it  in  England.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Inverness  (Mr. 
Finlay)  had  argued  with  great  plausi- 
bility that  the  supposition  that  there  was 
animus  in  the  mind  of  a  Judge  against 
a  prisoner  was  all  the  more  convinmDg 
reason  why  they  should  give  the  prisoner 
the  chance  of  exculpating  himself  by 
giving  evidence.  But  it  must  not  be 
forgotten  that  if  the  contention  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  ^fember  for  North 
Longford  wero  correct,  and  if  there  was 
animus  in  the  mind  of  an  Irish  Judge 
and  a  strong  animus  in  the  prosecutinff 
counsel,  the  prisoner  under  this  Bill  would 
be  exposed  to  the  risk  of  a  bitterly  hostile 
cross-examination,  and  enforce  on  him  a 
very  serious  disadvantage.  It  appeared 
to  him  (Mr.  John  Morley)  the  sheerest 
pedantry  to  insist  that  because  this  was 
a  wise  and  desirable  change  in  itself  and 
in  this  country,  they  were,  therefore, 
bound  to  force  it  upon  Ireland  against 
the  wishes  of  her  Bepresentatives,  and 
against  the  opinion  of  so  staunch  a 
partizan  of  the  Government  on  the 
Opposition  side  as  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bury.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury  was 
free  from  the  suspicion  of  motive  which 
attached  to  the  Irish  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  and  he  had  shown  that  he 
was  strongly  opposed  to  the  change  it- 
self; and  on  both  these  grounds  his 
opinion  was  entitled  to  the  greatest 
weight.  Would  the  Government  insist 
upon  extending  the  legislation  to  Ireland 
against  the  wish  of  all  the  popular  Be- 
presentatives  of  that  country,  and  against 
the  opinion  of  a  partizan  of  their  own 
who  was  most  competent  to  give  an 
opinion  upon  that  subject?  He  wished 
to  underline  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  City  of 
Durham  (Mr.  Mil  vain),  which  he  was 
surprised  the  Government  did  not  see 
the  force  of.  They  considered  they  were 
engaged  on  the  difficult  task  of  restoring 
law  and  order  in  Ireland.    Thej  siia 
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they  had  now  got  a  state  of  opinion  in 
Ireland  much  more  favourable  than  it 
had  long  been  to  the  maintenance  of  law 
and  order  and  respect  for  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law.  They  must  admit,  there- 
fore, that  it  was  most  undesirable 
politically  to  arise  fresh  jealousy  by 
introducing  a  single  element  of  sus- 
picion or  irritation  into  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland  at  a 
moment  like  this;  and  yet  they  must 
equally  admit  that  this  would  be  the 
effeet  of  the  provision  which,  with  de- 
plorable tenacity,  the  Government  in- 
sisted upon  extending  to  Ireland.  For 
his  part,  if  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  limited  his  Amend- 
ment to  the  proposal  that  it  was  inex- 
pedient to  extend  to  Ireland  a  measure 
which  would  confer  on  magistrates  the 
power  to  cross-examine  prisoners,  ho 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  would  support  it 
with  a  clear  conscience,  and  with  no 
deflire  to  do  anything  but  to  further  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  as  regards  England 
and  Scotland. 

The  chief  SEOEETARYj or  IRE- 
LAND) (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
ohester,  E.)  said,  he  thought  they  were 
all  agreed  that  they  ought  to  extend  to 
Ireland,  when  it  was  possible,  every 
beneficial  measure  they  gave  to  Eng- 
land. Therefore,  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle- 
npon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley)  had  Lad 
to  do  was  to  show  that  in  Ireland  cir- 
camstances  were  different  in  some 
matter  relative  to  the  particular  issue 
before  the  House.  The  special  illustra- 
tion used  was  the  most  astonishing  and 
extraordinary  he  ever  heard  ;  because, 
while  in  the  matter  of  local  government 
the  circumstances  of  Ireland  were  enor- 
mously different  from  those  of  England, 
there  was  great  similarity  between  them 
in  the  administration  of  justice.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  had  enun- 
ciated a  proposition  which  he  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  strongly  repudiated— namely, 
that  the  Bench  in  Ireland  showed  a 
bias  against  a  prisoner,  which  their 
brethren  in  England  did  not  show. 
Learned  gentlemen  did  not  practice 
before  the  Courts  in  both  countries ; 
and  the  impression  he  had  derived  from 
speaking  with  those  who  were  ao- 
qoainted  with  the  administration  of 
Criminal  Law  in  both  England  and 
Ireland,    was  that   the   Irish    Judges 
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were  as  careful  as  their  English  brethrea 
to  see  that  everything  was  urged  for 
the  prisoner  that  could  be  urged,  and 
that  the  inclination  of  justice  should 
always  be  in  favour  of  the  prisoner 
whenever  there  was  a  doubt.  What 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  contended 
was  not  so  much  that  the  machinery 
was  bad  as  that  public  opinion  in 
Ireland  was  against  it.  He  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  ventured  to  say  that  public 
opinion  in  Ireland— or,  for  the  matter 
of  that,  in  this  country  either — did  not 
exist  on  this  subject  outside  legal  cir- 
cles. If  they  put  this  machinery  in 
force,  and  if  the  Irish  people  on  seeing 
how  it  worked  concluded  that  it  worked 
badly,  he  would  admit  that  there  was 
something  in  the  plea  that  public  opi- 
nion was  opposed  to  it.  But  at  pre- 
sent, what  was  against  it  was  the  opi- 
nion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford — not  an  opinion 
which  he  underrated,  because  he 
believed  that  it  would  materially  assist 
in  the  passing  of  the  Bill.  What 
they  ought  to  look  at  in  this  matter 
was  not  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James)  or  the  opinion 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Longford,  however  great  ought 
to  be  the  weight  of  those  opinions  in 
the  House.  What  they  had  to  consider 
was  whether  this  Bill  was  an  improve- 
ment of  the  machinery  of  criminal  jus- 
tice, as  every  human  being  admitted  it 
to  be  in  England ;  and  no  argument 
had  been  brought  forward  to  show  that 
it  would  not  be  an  equal  improvement  in 
Ireland.  It  was  surely  an  unorthodox 
proposal  that  because  there  was  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  uninformed  sentiment 
against  the  change  in  the  mind  of  thehon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Long- 
ford, they  should  therefore  refuse  to  inno- 
cent men  in  Ireland  the  protection  they 
gave  to  innocent  men  in  England.  Whe- 
ther Irish  tribunals  were  good  or  bad,  it 
mu6t  be  in  the  interests  of  justice  that 
full  evidence  should  be  brought  into 
the  light  of  day  with  regard  to  every 
case  that  was  tried.  If  there  wa»  pre- 
judice against  prisoners,  and  magis- 
trates were  unjust  Judges,  the  way  to 
keep  them  in  order  was  that  public 
opinion  should  be  brought  to  bear  upon 
their  action,  so  as  to  compel  them  to 
have  brought  into  Court  all  the  evidence 
which  could  tell  in  favour  of  innocent 
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mPTi.  Inasniiicli  as  tin's  Bill  was  nd- 
initled  to  bo  ono  of  the  most  powerful 
piooo8  of  machin**ry  for  offecting  that 
ol)jo(jt,  ho  Hhoiihl  for  that  roason,  if  for 
no  other,  do  every  thing  ho  could  to 
bring  it  into  operation  for  Ireland  as 
well  as  for  England. 

Mil.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  the 
1  ighthon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  entirely 
forgot  the  argument  put  forward  from 
the    Irish    Benches.       What    ho   (Mr. 
Dillon)  and  his  hon.  Frionds  cont«^ndod, 
and  what  thoy  bolievod  was,  that  tho 
atmosphoio    and  tiio  mothoda  adopted 
in  Irish  Courts  would  prevent  this  ma- 
chinery being  favourable  to  the  prisoner 
in  Ireland,  as  it  would  bo  undoubtedly 
in  England.     In    that  lay  tho   whole 
epsence  of  the  controversy.     It  was  a 
most  important  point  of  tho  controversy, 
and  80  it  had  been  justlj'  and  properly 
dwelt  on  by  right  hon.   (jontlomen  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench  —  namely, 
that  it  did  not  matter  so  much  whether 
they  were  right  or  not  in  their  opinion  ; 
the  question   was   whether  they   were 
faithfully  reflecting   tho  sentiments  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  in  this  matter, 
and  if  that  wore   so   the  argument  in 
favour  of    omitting  Ireland  from   tho 
Bill  was  unanswerable.     He    thought 
the     reception   given    to     tho     appeal 
made  by    the    right   hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman     tho     Member    for     Bury 
(Sir  Henry  James)  was  a  further  and 
most   striking    illustration  of  the   use- 
lessness  of  having  Irish  Members  in  the 
House  of  Commons  at  all.     What  was 
tho  good  of  tho  Irish  !A[embers  in  the 
House  ?     He  overheard  an  h.on.  Gentle- 
man say  it  would  bo  better  if  they  wore 
not  there.     \^A  Cheer.']     Yes,  lion.  Gen- 
tlemen cheered  tho  idea  that  they  wore 
ueeless.    Ho  asked  tho  Speaker  whether 
this  instance  was  not  an  extremely  ap- 
l^osito  illiistratinn  of  the  uttor  useless- 
noes   of   Iri«li   ^lembers  being  in   tho 
House  of  (/ommons  at  all  ?     What  was 
the  good  of  tho  Irish   people  sending 
Members  to  Parliament  if  the  Housoof 
Commons  refused  to  believe  that  thoy 
wore  stating  tho   views   of    their  con- 
stituents?     They  had  to-night  heard 
tho  hon.   and    learned  Gentleman  tho 
Solicitor  General   (Sir  Edward  Clarke) 
and  the  Chief   Secretary  for    Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  in  the  most  self- 
satisfied  way,  proclaim  themselves  to  be 
better  judges  of  how  the  Irish  people 
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would  receive  this  measare  than  the 
Irish  I^Iembors.      That  was   certaialj 
what    the    whole    of    their    argament 
amounted  to.     Coming  to  the  question 
of  how  tliis  Bill  would  bo  received  in 
Ireland,    ho    maintained   that    it  was 
impossible  for  anyone  at  all  acquainted 
with  the  condition  of  Ireland  to  donbt 
that  it  would  be  received  by  the  people 
of  that  country  as  a  measure  directed 
against  prisoners.     Let  him  point  oat 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  that  it  was  an  un- 
happy circumstance  in  tho  history  and 
condition  of  Ireland,  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  obliged  to  follow  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Criminal  Law  a  great 
deal  more  closely  than  the  people  of 
England.    The  right  hon.   Ghentieman 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  told  the  Honso  that 
there  existed  no  public  opinion  in  Ire- 
land upon  this  matter.    The  right  hon. 
Gentluuian  was  entirely  mistaken,  and 
ho  wtjuld  find  that  the  moment  this  Bill 
and  its  proposals  became  known  to  the 
people,  there  would  be  a  great  outciy 
against  it.  Men  in  Ireland  did  not  know 
from  week  to  week  how  soon  they  might 
be  hauled  up  before  the  magistratei, 
and    therefore    there    existed    a  much 
keener  and  wideawake  public  opinion 
on  tho  question  of  criminal  practice  than 
existed  in  England.      This  was  not  a 
question  confined  to  lawyers,  and  to  those 
persons   now  administering  the  Crimi- 
nal Law.     It  was  perfectly  absurd  to 
suppose  that  in  Ireland  thero  was  the 
same  confidence  in  the  impartiality  of 
the  Judges  and  in  tho  fairness  and  im- 
partiality of  prosecuting  counsel  as  in  this 
country.  Everybody  who  was  acquainted 
with  the  past  history  of  criminal  pro- 
cedure in   Ireland  knew  that  the  vast 
majority  of  prosecuting  counsel  followed 
tho  prisoner  like  bloodhounds  on  the 
track,  and  they  had  been  over  and  over 
again  proved  to  have  carried  on  such  pro- 
ceedings for  the  conviction  of  a  man, 
both  in  the  manipulation  of  evidence 
and  in  their  conduct  in  Court,  as  wonld 
simply  horrify  an  English  lawyer.    The 
groat  aim  tho  Irish  prosecuting  counsel 
had  set  before  them  was,  per  fat  aut  mfu^ 
to  get  a  conviction.    He  ventured  to  say 
with    confidence    that   if  any   English 
lawyer,  accustomed  to  criminal  prosecu- 
tions in  this  country,  were  to  attend  a 
Bar  Dinner,  or  a  meeting  in  which  there 
were  a  number  of  Crown  Prosecutors  in 
Ireland,  he  would  come  homo  horrified 
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at  the  tone  and  temper  adopted  bj  these 
men  towards  prisoners.  He  (Mr.  Dillon) 
did  not  aocuse  any  particular  individual 
Grown  Prosecutor ;  but  he  alleged  that 
it  was  a  common  proceeding  for  these 
gentlemen  to  endeavour  to  get  a  conviction 
under  any  and  all  circumstances.  They 
knew  the  historv  of  Mr.  Peter  O'Brien — 
they  knew  what  he  had  done,  and  he  was 
at  the  head  of  the  whole  criminal  prose- 
cuting system  in  Ireland,  and  when 
they  were  told  by  hon.  and  learned 
and  by  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
that  the  system  proposed  by  this  Bill 
would  have  come  to  the  relief  of  the 
accused  in  the  Maamtrasna  murder  case, 
he  would  assert  his  belief  that  it  would 
in  no  way  have  come  to  the  rescue  of 
My  lea  Joyce.  He  did  not  think  that 
Mylea  Joyce  or  anyone  else  would  have 
dared  voluntarily  to  face  the  cross-ex- 
amination of  a  man  like  Peter  O'Brien. 
He  (Mr.  Dillon)  knew  perfectly  well  the 
story  of  the  manner  in  which  the  evi- 
dence in  the  Maamtrasna  case  was  mani- 
pulated by  the  prosecuting  counsel  and 
the  prosecuting  solicitor  before  it  came 
into  Court.  They  knew  that  Mr.  Peter 
O^Brien  was  in  possession  of  evidence 
tho  tendency  of  which  would  have  been 
to  give  the  prisoner  a  chance,  and  that 
they  deliberately  suppressed  it.  Evi- 
dence would  have  been  forthcoming 
from  a  certain  boy  whose  testimony 
might  very  probably  have  shaken  the 
opinion  of  the  jury  as  to  the  guilt  of  the 
prisoner;  but  the  Crown  Prosecutor 
would  not  allow  it  to  be  used,  and  it 
was  with  regard  to  such  men  as  this — 
to  protect  prisoners  and  give  them  fair- 
play  —  that  the  Irish  Members  were 
asked  to  assent  to  the  principle  of  this 
BOL  He  (Mr.  Dillon)  held  that  if  Myles 
Joyce  had  had  an  opportunity  of  going 
into  the  witness-box  and  submitting  to 
an  inquiry,  ho  never  would  have  dared 
to  avail  himself  of  it  so  long  as  Mr. 
Peter  O'Brien  was  the  prosecuting 
counsel,  and  there  hon.  Members  would 
appreciate  the  difference  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland.  An  Englishman, 
whatever  he  might  be  accused  of,  knew 
perfoGtlj  well  that  if  he  got  up  in  Court 
and  told  his  story  simply  and  fairly,  he 
would  not  be  bullied  and  browbeaten 
by  the  prosecuting  counsel,  and  he  knew 
perfectly  well  that  if  he  convinced  the 
prosecuting  counsel  that  there  was  a 
aoabt  in  the  case  he  would  get  the 
Venefit  of  the  doubt.    But  in  the  mind 


of  the  Irish  prisoner  such  a  belief  did 
not  exist.  He  (Mr.  Dillon)  spoke  on 
this  subject  with  a  perfect  knowledge 
of  the  opinion  of  his  fellow-countrymen. 
It  was  preposterous  for  the  English 
Attorney  General  and  Solicitor  General, 
who  had  probably  never  put  a  foot  on 
Irish  soil  in  their  lives,  and  knew  nothing 
about  the  people  of  Ireland— it  was  pre- 
posterous for  them  and  the  Irish  Secre- 
tary  to  tell  him  that  they  knew  the 
minds  of  the  Irish  peasantry  better  than 
the  Irish  Members  did,  and  that  the 
Irish  peasantry  would  accept  this  Bill 
as  an  emancipating  measure.  What- 
ever might  be  the  faults  of  himself  and 
his  Party  —  whatever  might  be  their 
sins  and  ignorances — surely  they  might 
be  allowed  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the 
feelings,  aye,  and  the  prejudices,  too, 
of  the  Irish  peasantry  if  they  desired. 
He  declared  that  this  measure  would 
not  bo  accepted  for  a  moment  as  any- 
thing but  an  addition  to  the  coercive 
system  for  strengthening  the  awful  ma- 
chinery of  the  law  in  Ireland  directed 
against  the  peasantry.  The  ordinary 
Irish  peasant,  when  he  felt  ho  was  inno- 
cent, would  not  dare  to  go  into  the  wit- 
ness-box. He  certainly  would  not  do  so 
as  long  as  the  present  Irish  Attorney 
General  was  in  Office.  The  reputation 
of  that  Gentleman  in  Ireland  was  such 
that  anyone  who  had  not  the  greatest 
confidence  in  his  own  ability  would  not 
dare  to  face  him.  And  what  would  be 
the  result  on  the  Court  if  the  accused 
person,  having  this  dread  in  his  mind, 
were  to  refuse  to  give  evidence  on  his 
own  behalf?  Mr.  Peter  O'Brien  would 
say — *  *  What  more  evidence  do  you  want  ? 
— this  man  refuses  to  go  into  the  box, 
and  is,  therefore,  manifestly  guilty." 
That  argument  would  tell  enormously 
with  a  jury  carefully  packed,  as  juries 
were  packed  in  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Dillon) 
knew  very  well  how  this  thing  would 
operate.  It  would  operate  in  the  direc- 
tion of  increasing  enormously  the  dis- 
trust of  these  poor  people  in  Ireland  in 
the  administration  of  the  law,  and  it 
would  operate  to  put  into  the  hands  of 
the  Crown  Counsel  a  still  wider  discre- 
tion than  that  they  had  used  latterly, 
and  which  they  had  used  with  most 
fatal  effect  on  the  minds  of  the  Irish 
people.  Let  him  bring  to  the  notice  of 
hon.  Members  who  thought  that  he 
(Mr.  Dillon)  and  his  Friends  were  ex- 
aggerating when  they  stated  that  the 
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Orown  Counsel  in  Ireland  were  not  im- 
partial and  honest  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duty,  the  facts  of  a  recent  murder 
trial  inWicklow — and  when  he  detailed 
these  facts  ho  did  not  believe  there  was 
a  man  in  the  House  who  would  not  be 
thoroughly  convinced  that  the  individual 
accused  in  this  trial  could  not  for  a 
moment  believe  in  the  just  spirit  either 
of  the   prosecuting  counsel  or   of   the 
Judge.     What  happened  ?     The   Clare 
peasants  who  were  accused  of  the  mur- 
der of  the  policeman  Whelehan  under 
the  Crimes  Act  were  brought  from  Clare 
to  Wicklow,  and  when  in  Wioklow  they 
were  brought  before   a   sppcial  panel, 
and  the  jury   was  packed   upon   tliat 
special  panel.    The  men  were  convicted. 
The  Crown  strained  every  nerve  to  get 
a  conviction ;  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  feelings  of  these  men  must  have 
been  something  frightful  when  they  saw 
the  jury  which  was  selected  to  try  them. 
Well,  immediately  after  tlsat  trial,  there 
came  on  the  trial  of  the  murderer  of  Kiu- 
sella,  and  the  Crown  Counsel,  having  t'.io 
power  to  do  so,  placed  this  man  on  tiiiil  be- 
fore his  own  employers — that  waste  say, 
the  owners  of  the  property  forming  the 
scene  of  the  murder.     They  dil  not  ex- 
ercise the  power  the}'  exorcised  in  the 
other  case.  No  opposition  was  olFered  on 
the  part  of  the  Crown  Counsel  when  Kin- 
sella's  murderer  applied  fur  a  change  of 
panel  from  a  common  to  a  special  jury. 
When  the  accused  was  lir«)ught  with  the 
consent  and  connivance  of  the  Crown  be- 
fore a  jury  of  Wicklow  landlords,  the 
Crown  Counsel  refused  to  challenge  any 
jurymen,    and    allowed   the   first    men 
whose  names  had  been  called  to  be  put 
on  the   panel.     They  had  allowed  the 
prisoner  30  challenges,  but  in  the  other 
case  thoy  had  thonisolves  used  80  chal- 
lenges ngiiinst  the  Clare  men  in  order  to 
pack  the  jury.     And  then,  in  opeu  Court, 
the    whole    demeanour   of    the   Crown 
Prt)8erutor  was  friendly  to  the  murderer 
of  Kinsella,   and  ho  did  not  take  the 
trouble  to  conceal,  after  the  trial  was 
over,  that  he  was  rejoiced  at  the  acquittal. 
Now,  in  the  face  of  these  trials,  which 
had  occurred  within  the  last  six  months 
or  so,  were  the  Irish  Members  to  be  told 
that  there  was  no  ground  for  the  belief  of 
the  Irish  peasant  when  ho  might  happen 
to  be  charged  with  olfences  to  be  put 
uponhis  trial,  that  the  atmosphere  of  the 
Court  was  not  unimpartial?    It  was  in 
the  face  of  these  faots  that  he  said  to 

Mr.  Dillon 


I  lion,  ^femben  opposite  that  they  muEt 
;  not  be  surprised  if  the  Irish  Members 
did  not  give  the  same  reooption  to  a 
measure  of  this  character  which  the 
English  Members  and  the  English  people 
did.  But  this  was  not  the  whole  case; 
it  was  only  one  branch  of  it.  He  had 
noticed  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land and  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  had  passed  very  lightly  over  the 
case  of  the  Resident  Magistrates.  The 
Solicitor  General  for  England,  with  his 
usual  glibness  of  argument,  said  that 
if  thoy  were  improving  one  branch  of 
criminal  administration  for  one  part  of 
the  United  Kiiigdom  they  were  improv- 
ing it  for  all.  He  (Mr.  Dillon)  would  ask 
tho  House  to  consider  tho  principles  laid 
down  by  Eesident  Magistrates  in  Ire- 
land. Only  the  other  day,  in  a  certain 
case  which  came  before  one  of  theie 
Eesident  Magistrates,  the  magistrate 
said — 

' '  Thoso  men  arc  accused  of  holding  a  ctr- 

tnin  mooting,  and  there  is  a  presumption— 

a  p^oneral  hulief — that  the  meeting  was  held,  and 

!  thov,  if  they  can,  bare  to  give  proof  that  it  mi 

I  not  held," 

and  thereupon  he  sentenced  them  to 
terms  of  imprisonment  with  hard  labour. 
Tills  Eesident  Magistrate  had  actually 
laid  tho  burden  of  proving  that  a  meet- 
ing was  not  held  upon  the  prisoners. 
The  police  could  not  give  evidence  that 
a  meeting  was  held,  but  only  of  the  ex- 
istence of  a  presumption  that  it  was  held. 
It  must  be  remembered  also  that  there 
was  this  difference  between  law  in  Eog^ 
land  and  in  Ireland  in  these  cases — 
namely,  that  there  was  no  appeal  in  Ire- 
land when  sentences  were  short  sen- 
tences. Was  it  that  the  Government 
were  going  to  introduce  a  system  with 
regard  to  short  sentences  in  which  the 
Crown  Prosecutors  were  going  to  be 
allowed  to  call  on  every  prisoner  to  g^ 
into  the  witness-box  and  prove  his  inno- 
cence, and  submit  to  cross-examination 
before  a  hostile  counsel  and  hostile 
magistrates — gentlemen  who  did  not  con- 
ceal their  ferocious  hostility,  and  who  had 
actually  been  known  to  give  a  physical 
expression  to  that  hostility  the  moment 
after  they  had  left  the  Bench.  The 
magistrates  in  Ireland  never  were  im- 
partial, they  were  always  strongly  op- 
posed to  prisoners,  and  he  (Mr.  Dillon) 
maintained  that  if  this  new  law  were 
introduced  into  Ireland  the  prooedore 
of  the  Eesident  Magistrates  would  be 
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this.  To  every  man  who  came  into 
Court  accused  of  a  crime  they  would  say 
"Are  you  goiog  to  be  examined?  If 
you  are  not,  you  are  guilty."  That 
would  be  a  very  serious  matter,  and  he 
(Mr.  Dillon)  declared  that  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  he  was  exaggerating  in  the 
slighteat  degree  what  would  be  the  re- 
sult of  this  measure  in  a  Magistrate's 
Court.  The  Irish  Members  were  told 
that  they  did  not  give  a  single  argu- 
ment why  there  was  any  difference  in 
Ireland  from  the  position  of  affairs  in 
England  with  regard  to  these  laws.  He 
would  ask,  what  use  was  it  for  them  to 
give  any  arguments  ?  For  all  practical 
purposes  the  Irish  Members  on  these 
benches  might  just  as  well  sit  as  dumb 
logs.  When  they  gave  arguments  they 
were  sneered  at,  and  when  they  gave 
the  opinions  of  their  constituents  they 
were  told  by  English  officials  that  they 
knew  more  about  these  things  than  the 
Bepresentatlves  of  the  Irish  people 
themselves  did.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
ask  whether  any  hou.  Member  would 
explain  on  what  ground  the  Government 
wanted  to  retain  Irish  Members  at 
Westminster  instead  of  allowing  them 
to  go  away  and  manage  their  own  affairs 
at  home  ? 

Mr.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
he  must  join  in  the  appeal  which  had 
been  made  to  the  Attorney  General  for 
England.  He  was  surprised  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  should 
persist  in  joining  in  this  Bill  two  coun- 
tries so  differently  situated  as  England 
and  Ireland— countries  to  which  the  same 
arguments  did  not  in  any  degree  apply. 
Every  consideration  which  induced  them 
to  support  this  measure  for  Scotland 
and  England  compelled  them  to  refuse 
their  assent  to  it  for  Ireland.  If  the 
Attorney  General  were  actuated  by  a 
eingle  desire  to  benefit  the  people  of 
England,  he  would,  without  the  slightest 
hetitation,  cut  Ireland  out  of  the  Bill. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
reminded  him  (Mr.  Hunter)  of  what 
Macaulay  said  about  the  Puritans  and 
bull-baiting — namely,  that  the  Puritans 
were  opposed  to  bull-baiting  not  because 
it  hurt  the  bull,  but  because  it  gave 
pleasure  to  the  spectators.  It  seemed 
to  him,  from  the  course  the  debate  had 
taken,  that  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  not  so  much  to  benefit  the 
English  people  as  to  pass  a  measure 
which  would  be  injurious  and  offensive 


to  the  Irish  people.  The  Government 
seemed  to  search  with  the  greatest 
eagerness  for  opportunities  of  trampling 
upon  the  opinions  of  the  Irish  people. 
In  that  respect  they  had  been  joined  by 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay).  Well,  he 
(Mr.  Hunter)  was  not  surprised.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  logical 
because  he  was  one  of  those  Gentlemen 
who  thought  it  would  be  a  great  misfor- 
tune if  Scotch  questions  were  to  be 
decided  by  Scotch  Members ;  and,  hold- 
ing that  view,  perhaps,  he  would  think 
it  equally  bad  that  Irish  measures 
should  be  influenced  by  the  opinion  of 
Irish  Members.  He  (Mr.  Hunter), 
however,  did  not  think  that  these  were 
opinions  that  were  held  in  Scotland,  or 
were  opinions  such  as  would  recommend 
themselves  to  this  House.  He  was  one 
of  those  who  very  strongly  supported 
this  Bill  two  years  ago,  on  the  under- 
standing that  it  would  not  be  applied  to 
Ireland.  What  were  the  reasons  that 
the  Bill  should  be  adopted  for  England 
and  not  adopted  for  Ireland  ?  He  would 
answer  that  question  in  a  single  sen- 
tence. It  was  the  greatest  fallacy  in 
the  world  to  pretend  that  the  examina- 
tion of  an  accused  person  was,  under  all 
circumstances,  and  in  every  case,  neces- 
sarily for  that  person's  benefit.  There 
were  many  circumstances  and  many 
cases  where  it  was  a  measure  not  calcu- 
lated to  promote  the  administration  of 
justice,  and  not  calculated  to  facilitate 
the  discovery  of  truth,  but  calculated  for 
a  very  opposite  purpose.  Why  did  he 
support  this  Bill  for  England  ?  He  did 
so  for  two  reasons.  In  the  first  place, 
there  were  a  great  many  poor  people  in 
England  who  could  not  afford  to  fee  a 
counsel  for  their  defence.  One  hon. 
Member  stated  to-night  that  the  poor 
man  had  an  advantage  as  compared  with 
the  rich  man ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  junior  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had  reproved  him  for 
the  assumption,  and  said  that  he  himself 
believed  that  the  advantage  was  in  favour 
of  the  rich  man  as  against  the  poor.  He 
(Mr.  Hunter)  believed  there  was  no 
system  so  well  calculated  to  screen  the 
guilty  and  protect  the  innocent  as  the 
English  system  of  criminal  procedure, 
when  they  had  counsel  on  both  sides 
and  a  Judge  and  jury.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  his  belief  was  that  if  they 
had  not  counsel  for  a  prisoner  there  was 
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no  systom  bo  injurious  to  a  prisoner  as 
the  En  polish  syetem.  The  reason  was 
this.  The  English  Rystem  was  full  of 
technicalitios  with  regard  to  the  exami- 
nation of  witnesses;  and  what  chance 
could  an  unfortunate  prisoner  have  to 
defend  himself  under  these  circum- 
stances ?  Take  a  case.  A  witness  was 
under  examination.  The  Judge  invited 
the  prisoner  to  cross-examine  that  wit- 
ness ;  and  how  did  the  prisoner  begin  ? 
He  said — **  You  said  I  did  so  and  so." 
Instantly  he  was  pulled  up  by  the  Judge, 
who  informed  him  in  solemn  tones — 
**  Sir,  you  must  not  make  a  statement, 
you  can  oiiAy  ask  a  question."  Well, 
the  result  was  that  the  unfortunate  pri- 
soner was  dumb-founded — he  did  not 
know  where  he  was.  lie  did  not  know 
in  what  shape  to  put  his  question,  or 
how  to  conduct  his  case  ;  and  then  what 
happened?  Why,  when  all  the  wit- 
nesses were  passed  over  without  cross- 
examination,  and  the  prisoner  said 
''  It  is  not  true,  as  has  been  stated,  that 
I  did  so  and  so,  and  so  and  so,"  the 
Judge  interrupted  him  with  the  obser- 
vation, **It  is  now  too  late  to  go  into 
these  matters,  you  should  have  asked 
questions  with  regard  to  these  points  of 
the  witnesses  when  in  the  witness-box." 
The  effect  of  the  existing  system,  where 
counsel  were  not  employed,  was  that  the 
Quarter  Sessions  was  very  often  like 
leading  sheep  to  the  slaughter;  but  the 
bias  of  the  Judge  was  always  in  favour 
of  the  plea  of  ^'  Not  Guilty."  He  (Mr. 
Hunter)  thought  that  the  English 
Judges  almost  invariably  acted  upon 
the  principle  that  it  was  better  that  10 
guilty  men  should  escape  than  that  one 
innocent  man  should  suffer.  In  these 
cases,  where  prisoners  were  not  defended 
by  counsel,  and  where  they  were  pro- 
tected by  perfectly  fair  and  impartial 
Judges,  he  believed  that  the  passing  of 
this  Bill  would  bo  an  immense  help  and 
improvement  to  these  prisoners,  and,  to 
a  large  extent,  would  be  an  effectual 
substitute  for  counsel  they  could  not 
employ.  But  everything  depended  on  the 
Judge — everything  depended,  also,  on 
the  prosecuting  counsel,  and  on  the  way 
in  which  the  prosecuting  counsel  was 
allowed  to  deal  with  the  prisoner.  There 
were  such  things  as  fair  questions  and 
unfair  questions,  and  a  prisoner  was 
protectc(l  by  counsel  who  could  guard 
him  against  questions  on  cross-examina- 
tion which  ought  not  to  be   put,  and 
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even  if  the  prisoner  had  not  ooansel  in 
England  when  bucIi  questions  were  put, 
the  Judge  himself  would  protect  the 
prisoner.  But  what  assurance  had  they 
that  before  the  Resident  Magistrates— 
before  the  removable  magistrates — any 
such  protection  would  be  afforded  ?  Now, 
he  read  a  short  time  ago  a  letter  written 
by  the  right  hon .  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  LefoTre) 
relating  his  experience  at  the  trial  of 
Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt  before  a  Gounty 
Court  Judge  in  Ireland,  and  he  saw 
there  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ex- 
pressed his  horror  and  consternation  at 
the  spirit  and  manner,  at  the  unfairness 
with  which  the  trial  was  conducted  both 
on  the  part  of  the  prosecuting  counsel 
and  on  the  part  of  the  Judge.  That 
was  the  impression  on  the  mind  of  an 
English  gentleman  who  was  accustomed 
to  the  administration  of  justice,  in  one 
case,  and  that  a  notorious  one.  That 
wns  not  the  case  of  an  obscure  indi- 
vidual, but  one  in  which  the  Judg^  knew 
perfectly  well  that  the  eyes  of  the  news- 
papers were  on  him,  and  it  might,  there- 
fore, be  assumed  that  unusual  pains 
were  taken  by  this  gentleman  to  give, 
at  any  rate,  an  appearance  of  impar- 
tiality to  the  proceedings  on  his  part. 
Now,  if  this  happened  in  the  green  tree, 
what  would  happen  in  the  dry  ?  Could 
anyone  say  that  anything  had  been  done 
which  would  give  any  English  or  Irish 
Member  the  right  to  believe  intheimpar- 
tiality  of  the  Irish  Resident  Magistrates  ? 
Since  this  matter  was  before  the  House 
in  1886,  he  (Mr.  Hunter)  had  read  the 
criminal  cases  and  reports  of  trials  be- 
fore the  Resident  Magistrates  in  Ireland, 
and  those  trials  had  reminded  him,  not 
of  anything  within  his  experience,  but 
of  State  trials  which  took  place  250 
years  ago.  If  the  present  English 
Judges  were  like  the  Judges  of  the 
Stuart  period,  if  prosecutors  were  like 
Lord  Coke  and  other  gentlemen  who 
prosecuted  in  those  days,  he  (Mr.  Hunter) 
should  be  the  last  man  to  vote  for  a  Bill 
of  this  kind,  for  instead  of  it  being 
a  weapon  for  the  defence  of  the  inno- 
cent, it  would  probably  be  used  as  an 
instrument  for  convicting  prisoners  when 
the  prosecutor  desired  to  do  so.  The 
Judge  would  draw  attention  to  admis- 
sions made,  and  enlarge  upon  them 
and  magnify  them  elaborately  —  he 
would  drive  home  every  single  admis- 
sion as  a  most  valuable  piece  of  evidence; 
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bat  when  the  prisoner  said  anything 
which  was  in  his  own  favour,  if  the 
Judge  was  not  honest  and  fair  and  im- 
partial, what  he  would  do  would  be  this : 
He  would  point  out  to  the  jury — if  ho 
bad  to  deal  with  a  jury — that  such  and 
such  statements  rested  on  no  better  autho- 
rity than  the  evidence  of  the  prisoner 
himself.  He  (Mr.  Hunter)  could,  there- 
fore, well  believe  that  in  Ireland  this 
Bill  would  operate  to  the  greatest  injus- 
tice and  hardship,  and  the  greatest 
cruelty,  and  would  utterly  and  entirely 
defeat  the  object  of  justice — namely,  the 
discovery  of  truth.  In  the  present  day, 
in  England,  we  no  doubt  had  impartial 
justice  ;  but  he  would  just  quote  one  or 
two  sentences  from  the  time  of  Sir 
Walter  Baleigh,  to  show  the  way  in 
which  prisoners  used  to  be  treated  by 
Attorney  Generals  in  those  days.  Just 
imagine  if  an  Attorney  General  ad- 
dressed prisoners  in  that  way  at  the 
present  time,  how  far  they  would  be  from 
passing  such  a  Bule  as  that  now  before 
the  House. 

"  Sir  Walter  Raleigh  interposed.  The  Attor- 
ney General  said  to  the  prisoner :  *  Thou  art  a 
monster:  thou  hast  an  English  face,  but  a 
Spanish  heart.*  Then  when  Sir  Walter  Raleigh 
objected  that  no  evidence  had  been  given  against 
him,  and  said  ;  *  If  my  Lord  Cobham  be  a  traitor 
what  is  that  to  me  P '  the  Attorney  General  said  : 
'  All  thnt  he  did  was  nothing  to  thee,  thou 
viper !    For  I  *' thou "  thee  thou  traitor  \*  " 

Would  the  present  Government  tolerate 
a  rule  such  as  that  contained  in  this 
Bill  when  admonished  by  such  a  prose- 
cuting counsel  as  this,  and  before  such 
a  court  ?  To  put  the  whole  argument  in  a 
nutshell,  he  (Mr.  Hunter)  said  that  the 
examination  of  a  prisoner  as  a  witness 
in  a  case  was  not  in  itself  necessarily  an 
advantage  to  a  prisoner,  nor  calculated 
to  promote  the  cause  of  justice.  It  de- 
pended entirely  upon  the  way  in  which 
justice  was  administered.  It  depended 
upon  the  Judge,  and  it  depended  upon 
the  counsel.  It  was  a  powerful  weapon, 
but  it  was  a  weapon  which  could  as 
easily  be  used  against  the  prisoner  as 
in  his  favour ;  and  he  could  not  enter- 
tain any  doubt,  from  the  conduct  of  the 
€k>vemment  in  regard  to  this  Bill,  that 
their  object  was  not  merely  to  improve 
the  law  of  England,  but  to  give  an  extra 
example  of  the  principle  of  that  odious 
Bill  that  was  passed  last  year. 

Mb.  MAURICE  HEALY  (Cork)  said, 
the  Qoyemment  now  proposed  a  mea- 
sure which  they  declared  was  much  de- 


sired by  public  opinion  in  England ;  but 
the  Irish  Members  now  came  forward 
and  said — **  What  you  say  may  be  cor- 
rect ;  it  may  be  true  that  the  measure  is 
demanded  by   the  English  public ;   it 
may  be  true  that  the  public  opinion  of 
England  demands  that  a  prisoner  should 
have  the  right  of  being  examined  on  his 
own  behalf  in  criminal  cases;  but,  at 
any  rate,  there  is  no  demand  of  that 
kind   in   Ireland.     We,  who  represent 
Ireland  in  this  House,    are  hostile  to 
such  a  measure,    and  believe  that  so 
far  from  its  being  a  benefit  to  Irish 
prisoners,  it  will,  on  the  contrary,  too 
often  be  used  to  their  prejudice   and 
destruction  ;  and  wa  ask  that  this  mea- 
sure should  not  be  extended  to  Ireland.'' 
Now,  the  Irish  Members  were  met  by 
the  declaration  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  what  they  had  to  con- 
sider was,   in   the   words  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Inverness  (Mr. 
Finlay),  a  broad  and  great  principle, 
and  that  it  was  not  with  reference  to 
Irish  needs,  or  the  local  circumstances 
of  Ireland,  that  the  measure  must  be 
considered,   but  by  those   broad  prin- 
ciples which  it  was  said  were  embodied 
in  the  Bill,  and  which  it  was  generally 
agreed  must  be  applied  to  the  whole  of 
the  United  Kingdom.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land threw  out  a  challenge  which  he 
(Mr.   Maurice   Healy)   thought  was   a 
very  fair  one.     He   taunted  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  John  Morley)  with  what  he 
considered  a  novel  consideration  as  pro- 
ceeding from  those  on  the   Opposition 
side  of  the  House— that  was  to  say,  that 
it  did  not  follow  that  because  a  measure 
was  a  good  and  desirable  one  for  Eng- 
land the  same  measure  was  good  and 
desirable  for  Ireland.   It  did  not  appear 
to  him  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy)  that  this 
was  a  novel  principle  coming  from  this 
side  of  the  House.     It  appeared  to  him 
that  it  was  because  he  endeavoured  to 
lay  down  a  principle  of  that  kind  in 
1887  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  was  condemned  for  having 
banished  political  economy  to   Saturn. 
The  right  hon.   Gentleman  the   Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland   had   laid  down 
what  he  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy)  considered 
a  sound  principle,  and  that  was,  that  in 
applying  a  measure  of  this  kind  it  should 
also  be  applied  to  Ireland,  and  that  those 
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who  resisted  it  should  show  that  the 
circumstances  of  Ireland  materially  dif- 
fered from  those  of  Eng^land.  That  was 
a  fair  challenge  to  make  ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Maurice  Healy)  would  answer  that  the 
case  of  the  Irish  Members  was  that  the 
circumstances  of  Ireland  in  connection 
with  the  administration  of  justice  and  in 
matters  with  which  this  measure  dealt 
were  such  that  tlio  Bill  ought  not  to  be 
applied  to  Ireland.  He  would  quote, 
as  that  of  a  distinguished  authority  on 
this  subject,  the  opinion  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Miohael 
Hick 8  -  Beach)  two  years  ago  m  one 
of  the  speeches  he  addressed  to  his 
constituents.  Speaking  to  his  consti- 
tuents in  Bristol  two  years  ago  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — **  Unfortunately, 
to  many  persons  the  administration  of 
justice  appeared  as  a  foe,  and  not  as  a 
friend."  Now,  that  was  the  whole  case 
of  the  Irish  Members  in  regard  to  this 
measure.  The  whole  case  of  the  Irish 
Members  might  bo  compressed  into  that 
sentence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
that  to  many  persons  in  Ireland  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  appeared  as  a 
foe,  and  not  as  a  friend.  That  was  the 
ground  they  took  up,  that  they  main- 
tained that  because  that  state  of  things 
prevailed  there,  though  what  was  urged 
with  regard  to  the  measure  might  be 
true  as  applied  to  England  and  Scot- 
land, the  arguments  had  no  validity 
when  they  came  to  consider  the  applica- 
tion of  the  measure  to  Ireland. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  present, 

Mr.  MAUEICE  HEALY  said,  he 
asked  whether  it  was  not  an  unfortu 
nate  thing  that  time  after  time  it  should 
hapj^en  in  that  House  that  those  who 
represented  the  vast  bulk  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Ireland  should  demand  certain 
measiuvH.  nnd  that  time  after  time  the 
Government  should  sot  their  wishes 
aside  and  rofuse  those  measures ;  and 
that  timo  after  time  meapuros  emana- 
ting from  the  Front  Bench  opposite 
should  be  thrust  down  the  throats  of  the 
Irish  people  in  spite  of  the  strenuous 
resistance  of  their  L'epresentatives  ?  The 
Government  proceeded  on  the  principle 
that  whatever  the  Irish  Eepresentativos 
aeked  in  this  House  they  should  not 

Mr,  Maurice  ITealy 


get,  and  whatever  they  reeisted  and  com- 
plained of  they  should  have,  whether 
they  liked  it  or  not.  He  woaldaek  whether 
that  was  the  proper  principle  on  whioh 
to  proceed  in  carrying  on  the  legislation 
of  this  country  ?  As  it  had  already  heen 
asked  in  this  debate  to-nighty  what 
duties  were  Irish  Members  supposed 
to  perform  in  this  House  ?  What  was 
the  value  of  their  representation  hers 
if,  when  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  people 
were  expressed  by  those  who  were  sent 
to  this  House  to  give  voice  to  their  opi- 
nions,  they  were  set  aside  by  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  and  treated  as 
though  they  never  existed  ?  He  main- 
tained that  the  state  of  things  which 
existed  in  England,  and  which  was  con- 
sidered by  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  justify  this  measure  in  Eng- 
land, did  not  exist  in  Ireland.  In  Eng- 
land they  had  none  of  that  friction 
between  the  people  and  the  forces  of 
the  Crown  and  administration  of  the  law 
which  unquestionably  existed  in  Ireland. 
In  England  they  had  none  of  these 
political  prosecutions  which  they  too 
often  had  in  Ireland.  In  England  the 
administrators  of  the  law  were  popular 
with  the  people ;  the  law  was  carried 
out  in  sympathy  with  the  people;  Eng- 
lish views  and  opinions  were  constantly 
consulted,  and  hostility  between  the 
people  and  the  law  was  avoided  with 
the  utmost  care.  The  very  antithesis  of 
this  state  of  things  existed  in  Ireland, 
and  yet  they  were  told  that  because  the 
measure  now  before  tho  House  was  fit 
and  proper  for  this  country,  it  was 
equally  applicable  to  the  totally  different 
situation  that  prevailed  in  Ireland.  Now, 
he  was  not  going  to  labour  the  point 
which  had  been  made  more  than  once 
in  this  debate  as  to  the  way  in  which 
criminal  prosecutions  were  conducted  in 
Ireland  from  that  which  prevailed  in  this 
country  ;  but  he  very  well  remembered 
how  struck  he  was  when  he  was  told 
once  by  a  gentleman  who  was  concerned 
in  many  cnminal  prosecutions  what  took 
place  in  Ireland  a  few  years  ago.  He 
remembered  well  the  barrister,  who  de- 
fended a  prisoner  in  a  particular  case- 
he  thought  it  was  in  regard  to  a  charge 
of  conspiracy  to  murder  or  some  charge 
of  that  kind— telling  him  that  the  trial 
was  before  a  Judge  and  a  special  jury  of 
the  City  of  Cork,  the  prisoner  being 
found  guilty,  and  that  when  his  (Mr. 
Maurice  Healy's)  informant  went  into  the 


113 


Criminat 


\  Maboh  i2,  1888}  EviAenee  Ml. 


114 


Bar  room,  after  the  trial  was  oyer  and 
the  news  came  in  that  the  unhappy  man 
was  convicted,  the  principal  counsel  for 
the  Crown  pulled  his  handkerchief  out 
of  his  pocket  and  waved  it  over  his  head 
in  exaltation  at  having  got  the  man  10 
years'  penal  servitude.  That  was  not 
the  spirit  in  which  cases  were  conducted 
in  England,  and  he  (Mr.  Maurice Healy) 
d^lared  that  so  long  as  they  were  con- 
ducted in  that  way  in  Ireland  the  effect 
of  this,  so  far  from  being  an  advantage 
to  acoused  persons,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  claimed  for  it, 
would  be  wrested  to  their  destruction. 
As  to  the  Maamtrasna  case,  it  was  said 
that  if  this  Bill  had  been  in  existence  at 
that  time,  the  prisoner  Myles  Joyce,  who 
was  believed  to  have  been  innocent,  would 
have  been  examined,  and  would  have 
been  able  to  give  his  version  of  the  mat- 
ter, and  that,  therefore,  the  miscarriage 
of  justice  that  they  all  complained  of 
could  never  have  taken  place.  He  (Mr. 
Maurice  Healy)  would  say  to  English 
Members  who  made  that  statement  that 
thej  little  knew  what  went  on  in  connec- 
tion with  criminal  trials  in  Ireland.  He 
supposed  that  while  he  had  been  in  the 
Legal  Profess  ion  he  had  had  as  much  ex- 
perience of  criminal  prosecutions  as  most 
people.  He  had  defended  prisoners  of 
all  kinds,  criminals  and  non-criminals, 
and  his  experience  was  that  no  matter 
how  innocent  a  prisoner  might  be,  and 
however  convinced  they  might  be  that  he 
was  telling  the  truth,  the  most  dangerous 
thing  the  defence  could  do  was  to  pro- 
duce any  witness  whatever.  Over  and 
over  again  he  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy)  had 
carefully  to  consider  with  counsel  whether 
he  should  not  entirely  refuse  to  produce 
any  witness  for  the  prisoner,  having  re- 
gard to  the  manner  in  which  these  wit- 
nesses would  be  treated  by  the  Crown 
Counsel  and  the  uee  which  would  be 
made  of  the  necessary  mistakes  which 
ignorant  peasants  would  inevitably  make 
in  being  cross-examined  and  cross- 
hackled  by  the  counsel  as  to  what  might 
be  utterly  irrelevant  details.  It  would 
be  the  very  same  thing  when  instead  of 
putting  up  an  alibi  witness  or  a  witness 
to  prove  the  case, they  put  up  the  prisoner 
to  prove  it  himself.  They  would  be 
always  met  by  the  argument,  '^  If 
the  prisoner  was  wicked  enough  to  com- 
mit this  crime  do  you  think  he  would 
have  any  hesitation  in  going  into  the 
witneed-box  and  committing  perjury  ?  " 


That  was  an  argument  which  would  be 
used  with  fatal  effect  with  the  jury, 
and,  therefore,  it  would  come  to  this, 
that  everything  that  the  prisoner  could 
say  that  would  prejudice  him,  every  ad- 
mission that  he  would  make  and  every- 
thing that  would  fall  from  him  and  could 
connect  him  with  the  crime,  would  be 
used  against  him,  whilst  every  thing  that 
he  said  in  his  own  favour  would  be 
treated  with  the  observation,  **  You  can- 
not rely  on  what  he  says,  for  anyone 
wicked  enough  to  commit  this  crime 
would  have  no  hesitation  in  going  into 
the  box  and  committing  perjury,"  It 
was  said  that  there  were  a  series  of  of- 
fences under  the  existing  law  in  connec- 
tion with  which  prisoners  were  already 
examined,  and  that  what  was  wanted 
was  simply  to  extend  that  series.  It  was 
said  that  if  it  was  possible  to  examine  a 
prisoner  as  a  witness  in  one  case,  it  was 
possible  in  all  cases.  "Well,  he  (Mr. 
Maurice  Healy)  denied  that.  The  cases 
where  it  was  possible  to  examine  a 
prisoner  were  of  a  special  character. 
Take  a  case  under  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Act,  for  instance,  and  cases 
under  the  Explosives  Act,  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir.  Henry  James) 
had  referred  to.  What  was  the  fact  ? 
Why  under  the  Explosives  Act  the 
duty  was  thrown  on  the  prisoner  of 
clearing  himself.  If  he  was  found  in 
possession  of  explosives  his  guilt  was 
assumed  until  he  cleared  himself. 
Unless  there  was  a  clause  in  the  Act  to 
the  effect  that  the  prisoner  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  clearing  himself  he 
would  be  necessarily  convicted  in  every 
case.  That  was  why  a  prisoner  was 
examined  in  his  own  defence  under  the 
Explosives  Act,  and  for  almost  a  similar 
reason  the  law  was  changed  in  the  late 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act,  because, 
in  the  nature  of  the  offences,  there  were 
never  likely  to  be  more  than  two  persons 
present — namely,  the  prosecutor  and  the 
prisoner;  and,  that  being  so,  it  would  be 
most  unjust  to  the  accused  party  not  to 
bo  allowed  to  give  his  version  of  what 
had  taken  place.  That  was  the  ground 
upon  which  the  enactment  in  that  case 
was  defended — a  special  ground  which 
would  have  application  in  nine  out  of  10 
cases.  This  was  the  case  in  a  whole 
series  of  Acts  of  Parliament — though  a 
very  small  series— under  which  the  pri- 
soner had  a  right  to  be  examined  in  his 
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ing  a  prisoner  to  mako  a  statement  be- 
fore his  counsel's  address  to  the  jury. 
This  gave  a  great  advantage  to  a  clever 
rogue,  but  if  he  were  liable  to  cross- 
examination  his  cleverness  would  avail 
him  little.  In  the  witness-box  clumsy 
innocence  would  succeed  in  gaining  an 
acquittal  from  a  jury  far  more  certainly 
than  clever  roguery.  Ho  trusted  that 
the  House  would  persist  in  its  deter- 
mination to  pass  the  Bill  unaltered,  and 
thus  to  do  an  act  of  real  and  substantial 
justice  to  innocent  defendants,  not  only 
in  this  country,  but  in  Ireland  also. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  that  the  arguments  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke), 
powerful  as  they  were,  were  not  directed 
to  the  point  of  the  Amendment,  but  to 
tlio  defence  of  the  general  principles  of 
the  Bill.  There  was  no  difference  of 
opinion  as  to  the  utility  of  the  measure. 
They  were  all  agreed  that  to  allow 
prisoners  to  become  witnesses  when  they 
wished  to  do  so  would  be  a  humane  and 
beneficent  change.  He  was  unwilling, 
for  that  reason,  to  make  a  remark  of  a 
political  character.  But  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
Henry  James)  must  now  perceive  that 
the  view  of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  of 
the  principles  upon  which  Ireland  ought 
to  be  governed  were  not  the  views  he 
entertained.  He  could  not  agree  that 
all  the  reasons  which  existed  for  the 
application  of  the  Bill  to  England  must 
necessarily  exist  in  the  case  of  Ireland 
also.  The  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor 
General  said  that  there  was  no  distinc- 
tion between  the  cases.  It  would  be 
very  easy  to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  why  he  did  not  lay  down  the 
same  principle  in  such  a  matter,  for 
example,  as  local  government.  If  the 
principles  upon  which  the  demand  for 
the  extension  of  local  government  was 
founded  were  admitted  to  be  beneficent 
and  wise,  why  not  extend  their  applica- 
tion to  Ireland  ?  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  had  not  dealt  effectively  with 
the  argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M. 
Healy) — that  the  atmosphere  of  an  Irish 
Court  was  not  supposed  by  the  people  of 
Ireland  to  be  favourable  to  the  prisoner. 
The  argument  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  North  Longford  proved  that 
there  was  all  the  difference  in  the  world 
between  the  operation  of  a  measure  in 
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Courts  like  the  English  Courts  and  its 
operation  in  Courts  such  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  and  his  Friends  be- 
lieved theirs  to  be.  This  was  a  Bill  in 
favour  of  the  prisoner ;  but  the  GoTorn- 
ment  were  going  to  apply  it  in  a  coantiy 
where  it  would  inevitably  be  reg^arded — 
whether  rightly  or  wrongly — as  being 
hostile  to  the  prisoner.  The  effect  of  the 
measure  upon  Irish  opinion  would  be  the 
very  opposite  of  that  which  was  justly 
claimed  for  it  in  England.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Inverness  (Mr. 
Finlay)  had  argued  with  great  plausi- 
bility that  the  supposition  that  there  was 
animus  in  the  mind  of  a  Judge  against 
a  prisoner  was  all  the  more  convinoing 
reason  why  they  should  give  the  prisoner 
the  chance  of  exculpating  himself  by 
giving  evidence.  But  it  must  not  be 
forgotten  that  if  the  contention  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  l^Iember  for  North 
Longford  were  correct,  and  if  there  was 
animus  in  the  mind  of  an  Irish  Jadge 
and  a  strong  animus  in  the  proseoutine 
counsel,  the  prisoner  under  this  Bill  would 
be  exposed  to  the  risk  of  a  bitterly  hostile 
cross-examination,  and  enforce  on  him  a 
very  serious  disadvantage.  It  appeared 
to  him  (Mr.  John  Morley)  the  sheerest 
pedantry  to  insist  that  because  this  was 
a  wise  and  desirable  change  in  itself  and 
in  this  country,  they  were,  therefore, 
bound  to  force  it  upon  Ireland  against 
the  wishes  of  her  Kepresentatives,  and 
against  the  opinion  of  so  staunch  a 
partizan  of  the  Government  on  the 
Opposition  side  as  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bury.  The  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury  was 
free  from  the  suspicion  of  motive  which 
attached  to  the  Irish  Members  below  the 
Gangway,  and  he  had  shown  that  he 
was  strongly  opposed  to  the  change  it- 
self;  and  on  both  these  grounds  his 
opinion  was  entitled  to  the  g^atost 
weight.  Would  the  Government  insist 
upon  extending  the  legislation  to  Ireland 
against  the  wish  of  all  the  popular  He- 
presentatives  of  that  country, and  against 
the  opinion  of  a  partizan  of  their  own 
who  was  most  competent  to  give  an 
opinion  upon  that  subject  ?  He  wished 
to  underline  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  the  City  of 
Durham  (Mr.  Mil  vain),  which  he  was 
surprised  the  Government  did  not  see 
the  force  of.  They  considered  they  were 
engaged  on  the  difficult  task  of  restoring 
law  and  order  in  Ireland.    They  said 
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they  had  now  got  a  state  of  opinion  in 
Ireland  much  more  favourable  than  it 
had  long  been  to  themainteDance  of  law 
and  order  and  respect  for  the  admin istra- 
tion  of  the  law.  They  must  adroit,  there- 
fore, that  it  was  most  undesirable 
politically  to  arise  fresh  jealousy  by 
introducing  a  single  element  of  sus- 
picion or  irritation  into  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Criminal  Law  in  Ireland  at  a 
moment  like  this;  and  yet  they  must 
equally  admit  that  this  would  be  the 
effeet  of  the  provision  which,  with  de- 
plorable tenacity,  the  Government  in- 
sisted upon  extending  to  Ireland.  For 
his  part,  if  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
(Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  limited  his  Amend- 
ment to  the  proposal  that  it  was  inex- 
pedient to  extend  to  Ireland  a  measure 
which  would  confer  on  magistrates  the 
power  to  cross-examine  prisoners,  ho 
(Mr.  John  Morley)  would  support  it 
with  a  clear  conscience,  and  with  no 
deiiire  to  do  anything  but  to  further  the 
passing  of  the  Bill  as  regards  England 
and  Scotland. 

The  CHIEF  SEORETAEYj  or  IRE- 
LAND) (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Man- 
ohester,  E.)  said,  he  thought  they  were 
all  agreed  that  they  ought  to  extend  to 
Ireland,  when  it  was  possible,  every 
beneficial  measure  they  gave  to  Eng- 
land. Therefore,  what  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Newcastle- 
npon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley)  had  had 
to  do  was  to  show  that  in  Ireland  cir- 
camstances  were  different  in  some 
matter  relative  to  the  particular  issue 
before  the  House.  The  special  illustra- 
tion used  was  the  most  astonishing  and 
extraordinary  he  ever  heard  ;  because, 
while  in  the  matter  of  local  government 
the  circumstances  of  Ireland  were  enor- 
mously different  from  those  of  England, 
there  was  great  similarity  between  them 
in  the  administration  of  justice.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 
Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy)  had  enun- 
eiated  a  proposition  which  he  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  strongly  repudiated— namely, 
that  the  Bench  in  Ireland  showed  a 
bias  against  a  prisoner,  which  their 
brethren  in  England  did  not  show. 
Learned  gentlemen  did  not  practice 
before  the  Courts  in  both  countries  ; 
and  the  impression  he  had  derived  from 
speaking  with  those  who  were  ao- 
qaainted  with  the  administration  of 
Criminal  Law  in  both  England  and 
Ireland,    was  that   the   Irish   Judges 
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were  as  careful  as  their  English  brethrea 
to  see  that  everything  was  urged  for 
the  prisoner  that  could  be  urged,  and 
that  the  inclination  of  justice  should 
always  be  in  favour  of  the  prisoner 
whenever  there  was  a  doubt.  What 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  contended 
was  not  so  much  that  the  machinery 
was  bad  as  that  public  opinion  in 
Ireland  was  against  it.  He  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfour)  ventured  to  say  that  public 
opinion  in  Ireland — or,  for  the  matter 
of  that,  in  this  country  either — did  not 
exist  on  this  subject  outside  legal  cir- 
cles. If  they  put  this  machinery  in 
force,  and  if  the  Irish  people  on  seeing 
how  it  worked  concluded  that  it  worked 
badly,  he  would  admit  that  there  was 
something  in  the  plea  that  public  opi- 
nion was  opposed  to  it.  But  at  pre- 
sent, what  was  against  it  was  the  opi- 
nion of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford — not  an  opinion 
which  he  underrated,  because  he 
believed  that  it  would  materially  assist 
in  the  passing  of  the  Bill.  What 
they  ought  to  look  at  in  this  matter 
was  not  the  opinion  of  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Bury  (Sir  Henry  James)  or  the  opinion 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Longford,  however  great  ought 
to  be  the  weight  of  those  opinions  in 
the  House.  What  they  had  to  consider 
was  whether  this  Bill  was  an  improve- 
ment of  the  machinery  of  criminal  jus- 
tice, as  every  human  being  admitted  it 
to  be  in  England;  and  no  argument 
had  been  brought  forward  to  show  that 
it  would  not  be  an  equal  improvement  in 
Ireland.  It  was  surely  an  unorthodox 
proposal  that  because  there  was  a  cer- 
tain amount  of  uninformed  sentiment 
against  the  change  in  the  mind  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  North  Long- 
ford, they  should  therefore  refuse  to  inno- 
cent men  in  Ireland  the  protection  they 
gave  to  innocent  men  in  England.  Whe- 
ther Irish  tribunals  were  good  or  bad,  it 
must  be  in  the  interests  of  justice  that 
full  evidence  should  be  brought  into 
the  light  of  day  with  regard  to  every 
case  that  was  tried.  If  there  wa*  pre- 
judice against  prisoners,  and  magis- 
trates were  unjust  Judges,  the  way  to 
keep  them  in  order  was  that  public 
opinion  should  be  brought  to  bear  upon 
their  action,  so  as  to  compel  them  to 
have  brought  into  Court  all  the  evidence 
which  could  tell  in  favour  of  innocent 
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mon.  Tnasninch  as  tbia  Bill  was  ad- 
mitted to  bo  ono  of  tbo  most  powerful 
pieces  of  macbinory  for  eflecting  tbat 
object,  bo  hIiouM  for  tbat  reason,  if  fur 
no  otber,  do  ever3»tbing  be  could  to 
bring  it  into  operation  for  Ireland  as 
well  as  for  En<yland. 

Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  the 
1  igbtbon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  entirely 
forgot  the  argument  put  forward  from 
the    Irish    Benches.       What    be  (Mr. 
JMllon)  and  bis  bon.  Friends  contended, 
and  what  they  believed  was,  tbat  tbo 
atmosphere    and  tbo  methods  adopted 
in  Irish  Courts  would  prevent  this  ma- 
chinery being  favourable  to  the  prisoner 
in  Ireland,  as  it  would  bo  undoubtedly 
in   England.     In    that  lay  the    whole 
essence  of  the  controvers}'.     It  was  a 
most  important  point  of  the  controversy, 
and  so  it  bad  been  justly  and  properly 
dwelt  on  by  right  bon.   Gentlemen  on 
the  Front  Opposition  Bench  —  namely, 
that  it  did  not  matter  so  much  whether 
they  were  right  or  not  in  their  opinion  ; 
the  question   was  whether  they   were 
faithfully   reflecting   the   sentiments  of 
the  people  of  Ireland  in  this  matter, 
and  if  that  were   so   the  argument  in 
favour  of    omitting  Ireland  from   the 
Bill  was  unanswerable.      He    thought 
the     reception    given    to     the     appeal 
made  by    the    right    bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman     the     Member     for     Bury 
(Sir  Henry  James)  was  a  further  and 
most   striking    illustration  of  the   use- 
lessness  of  having  Irish  Members  in  the 
House  of  Commons  at  all.     "What  was 
the  good  of  the  Irish  Members  in  the 
House  ?     He  overheard  an  bon.  Gentle- 
man say  it  would  be  better  if  they  wore 
not  there.     [_A  Cheer.']     Yes,  bon.  Gen- 
tlemen cheered  tbo  idea  that  they  were 
useless.    Ho  asked  tbo  Speaker  whether 
this  instance  was  not  an  extremely  ap- 
posite illustration  of  the  utter  useless- 
nees   of   Irish   Members   being   in   tbo 
House  of  Commons  at  all  ?     "What  was 
the  good  of  the  Irish   people  sending 
Members  to  Parliament  if  the  House  of 
Commons  refused  to  believe  that  thev 
were  stating   the   views   of    their  con- 
stituents?     They   had  to-night  heard 
tho  bon.   and    learned  Gentleman  the 
Solicitor  General   :^Sir  Edward  Clarke) 
and  the  Chief    Secretary  for    Ireland 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  in  the  most  self- 
satisfied  way,  proclaim  themselves  to  be 
better  judges  of  how  the  Irish  people  I 
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would  receive  this  measure  than   the 
Irish  Members.      That  was   certainly 
what    the    whole    of    their    argament 
amounted  to.     Coming  to  the  question 
of  how  this  Bill  would  bo  received  in 
Ireland,    he    maintained  that    it   was 
impossible  for  anyone  at  all  acquainted 
with  the  condition  of  Ireland  to  doubt 
that  it  would  be  received  by  the  people 
of  that  country  as  a  measure  directed 
against  prisoners.      Let  him  point  out 
to  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  tbat  it  was  an  un- 
happy circumstance  in  tho  history  and 
condition  of  Ireland,  that  the  people  of 
Ireland  were  obliged  to  follow  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Criminal  Law  a  great 
deal  more  closely  than  the  people  of 
England.     The  right  hon.   Gentleman 
(Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  told  the  House  that 
there  existed  no  public  opinion  in  Ire- 
laud  upon  this  matter.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  entirely  mistaken,  and 
bo  would  find  that  the  moment  this  BiU 
and  its  proposals  became  known  to  the 
people,  there  would  be  a  great  outciy 
against  it.  Men  in  Ireland  did  not  know 
from  week  to  week  how  soon  they  might 
be  hauled  up  before  the  magistrates, 
and    therefore    there    existed    a  much 
keener  and  wideawake  public  opinion 
on  tho  question  of  criminal  practice  than 
existed  in  England.      This  was  not  a 
question  confined  to  lawyers,  and  to  those 
persons    now  administering  the  Grimi« 
nal  Law.     It  was  perfectly  absurd  to 
suppose  that  in  Ireland  there  was  the 
same  confidence  in  the  impartiality  of 
the  Judges  and  in  tho  fairness  and  im- 
partiality of  prosecuting  counsel  as  in  this 
country.  Everybody  who  was  acquainted 
with  the  past  history  of  criminal  pro- 
cedure in   Ireland  knew  that  the  raat 
majority  of  prosecuting  counsel  followed 
tho  prisoner  like  bloodhounds  on  the 
track,  and  they  bad  been  over  and  over 
again  proved  to  have  carried  on  such  pro- 
ceedings for  the  conviction  of  a  man, 
both  iu  the  manipulation  of  evidence 
and  in  their  conduct  in  Court,  as  would 
simply  horrify  an  English  lawyer.     Tho 
great  aim  tbo  Irish  prosecuting  counsel 
had  set  before  them  was,  perfa%  aut  nsfu, 
to  get  a  conviction.    He  ventured  to  say 
with    confidence    that  if  any   English 
lawyer,  accustomed  to  criminal  prosecu- 
tions in  this  country,  were  to  attend  a 
Bar  Dinner,  or  a  meeting  in  which  there 
were  a  number  of  Crown  Prosecutors  in 
Ireland,  he  would  come  home  honifiod 
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at  the  tone  and  temper  adopted  bj  these 
men  towards  prisoners.  He  (Mr.  Dillon) 
did  not  aocufie  any  particular  individual 
Grown  Prosecutor ;  but  he  alleged  that 
it  was  a  common  proceeding  for  these 
gentlemen  to  endeavour  to  get  a  conviction 
under  any  and  all  circumstances.  They 
knew  the  historv  of  Mr.  Peter  O'Brien — 
they  knew  what  he  had  done,  and  he  was 
at  the  head  of  the  whole  criminal  prose- 
cuting system  in  Ireland,  and  when 
they  were  told  by  hon.  and  learned 
and  by  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
that  the  system  proposed  by  this  Bill 
would  have  come  to  the  relief  of  the 
aocnsed  in  the  Maamtrasna  murder  case, 
he  would  assert  his  belief  that  it  would 
in  no  way  have  come  to  the  rescue  of 
Myles  Joyce.  He  did  not  think  that 
Myles  Joyce  or  anyone  else  would  have 
dared  voluntarily  to  face  the  cross-ex- 
amination of  a  man  like  Peter  O'Brien. 
He  (Mr.  Dillon)  knew  perfectly  well  the 
story  of  the  manner  in  which  the  evi- 
dence in  the  Maamtrasna  case  was  mani- 
pulated by  the  prosecuting  counsel  and 
the  prosecuting  solicitor  before  it  came 
into  Court.  They  knew  that  Mr.  Peter 
O'Brien  was  in  possession  of  evidence 
the  tendency  of  which  would  have  been 
to  give  the  prisoner  a  chance,  and  that 
they  deliberately  suppressed  it.  Evi- 
dence would  have  been  forthcoming 
from  a  certain  boy  whose  testimony 
might  very  probably  have  shaken  the 
opinion  of  the  jury  as  to  the  guilt  of  the 
prisoner;  but  the  Crown  Prosecutor 
would  not  allow  it  to  be  used,  and  it 
was  with  regard  to  such  men  as  this — 
to  protect  prisoners  and  give  them  fair- 
play  —  that  the  Irish  Members  were 
asked  to  assent  to  the  principle  of  this 
Bill.  He  (Mr.  Dillon)  held  that  if  Myles 
Joyce  had  had  an  opportunity  of  going 
into  the  witne^^s-box  and  submitting  to 
an  inquiry,  he  never  would  have  dared 
to  avail  himself  of  it  so  long  as  Mr. 
Peter  O'Brien  was  the  prosecuting 
counsel,  and  there  hon.  Members  would 
appreciate  the  difference  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland.  An  Englishman, 
whatever  he  might  be  accused  of,  knew 
perfectly  well  that  if  he  got  up  in  Court 
and  told  his  story  simply  and  fairly,  he 
would  not  be  bullied  and  browbeaten 
by  the  prosecuting  counsel,  and  he  knew 
perfectly  well  that  if  he  convinced  the 
prosecuting  counsel  that  there  was  a 
doubt  in  the  case  he  would  get  the 
^efit  of  the  doubt.    But  in  the  mind 


of  the  Irish  prisoner  such  a  belief  did 
not  exist.  He  (Mr.  Dillon)  spoke  on 
this  subject  with  a  perfect  knowledge 
of  the  opinion  of  his  fellow-countrymen. 
It  was  preposterous  for  the  English 
Attorney  General  and  Solicitor  General, 
who  had  probably  never  put  a  foot  on 
Irish  soil  in  their  lives,  and  knew  nothing 
about  the  people  of  Ireland — it  was  pre- 
posterous for  them  and  the  Irish  Secre- 
tary to  tell  him  that  they  knew  the 
minds  of  the  Irish  peasantry  better  than 
the  Irish  Members  did,  and  that  the 
Irish  peasantry  would  accept  this  Bill 
as  an  emancipating  measure.  What- 
ever might  be  the  faults  of  himself  and 
his  Party  —  whatever  might  be  their 
sins  and  ignorances — surely  they  might 
be  allowed  to  speak  on  behalf  of  the 
feelings,  aye,  and  the  prejudices,  too, 
of  the  Irish  peasantry  if  they  desired. 
He  declared  that  this  measure  would 
not  be  accepted  for  a  moment  as  any- 
thing but  an  addition  to  the  coercive 
system  for  strengthening  the  awful  ma- 
chinery of  the  law  in  Ireland  directed 
against  the  peasantry.  The  ordinary 
Irish  peasant,  when  he  felt  he  was  inno- 
cent, would  not  dare  to  go  into  the  wit- 
ness-box. He  certainly  would  not  do  so 
as  long  as  the  present  Irish  Attorney 
General  was  in  Office.  The  reputation 
of  that  Gentleman  in  Ireland  was  such 
that  anyone  who  had  not  the  greatest 
confidence  in  his  own  ability  would  not 
dare  to  face  him.  And  what  would  be 
the  result  on  the  Court  if  the  accused 
person,  having  this  dread  in  his  mind, 
were  to  refuse  to  give  evidence  on  his 
own  behalf?  Mr.  Peter  O'Brien  would 
say — *' What  more  evidence  do  you  want? 
— this  man  refuses  to  go  into  the  box, 
and  is,  therefore,  manifestly  guilty." 
That  argument  would  tell  enormously 
with  a  jury  carefully  packed,  as  juries 
were  packed  in  Ireland.  He  (Mr.  Dillon) 
knew  very  well  how  this  thing  would 
operate.  It  would  operate  in  the  direc- 
tion of  increasing  enormously  the  dis- 
trust of  those  poor  people  in  Ireland  in 
the  administration  of  the  law,  and  it 
would  operate  to  put  into  the  hands  of 
the  Crown  Counsel  a  still  wider  discre- 
tion than  that  they  had  used  latterly, 
and  which  they  had  used  with  most 
fatal  effect  on  the  minds  of  the  Irish 
people.  Let  him  bring  to  the  notice  of 
hon.  Members  who  thought  that  he 
(Mr.  Dillon)  and  his  Friends  were  ex- 
aggerating when  they  stated  that  the 
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Grown  Counsel  in  Ireland  wore  not  im- 
partial and  honest  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duty,  the  facts  of  a  recent  murder 
trial  in  Wicklow — and  when  he  detailed 
these  facts  he  did  not  believe  there  was 
a  man  in  the  House  who  would  not  be 
thoroughly  convinced  that  the  individual 
accused  in  this  trial  could   not  for  a 
moment  believe  in  the  just  spirit  either 
of  the   prosecuting   counsel  or  of   the 
Judge.     What  happened  ?     The   Clare 
peasants  who  were  accused  of  the  mur- 
der of  the  policeman  Whelehan  under 
the  Crimes  Act  were  brought  from  Clare 
to  Wicklow,  and  when  in  Wicklow  they 
were  brought  before   a   special  panel, 
and  the  jury   was  packed   upon   that 
special  panel.    The  men  were  convicted. 
The  Crown  strained  every  nerve  to  get 
a  conviction ;  and  he  was  bound  to  say 
that  the  feelings  of  these  men  must  have 
been  something  frightful  when  they  saw 
the  jury  which  was  selected  to  try  them. 
Well,  immediately  after  that  trial,  there 
came  on  the  trial  of  the  murderer  of  Kin- 
sella,  and  the  Crown  Counsel,  having  tlio 
power  to  do  so,  placed  this  man  on  tii  ill  be- 
fore his  own  employers — that  was  to  say, 
the  owners  of  the  property  forming  the 
scene  of  the  murder.     They  did  not  ex- 
ercise the  power  they  exorcised  in  the 
other  case.  No  opposition  was  offered  on 
the  part  of  the  Crown  Counsel  when  Kin- 
sella's  murderer  applied  for  a  change  of 
panel  from  a  common  to  a  special  jury. 
When  the  accused  was  brought  with  the 
consent  and  connivance  of  the  Crown  be- 
fore a  jury  of  Wicklow  landlords,  the 
Crown  Counsel  refused  to  challenge  any 
jurymen,   and    allowed   the  first    men 
whose  names  had  been  called  to  be  put 
on  the   panel.     They  had  allowed  the 
prisoner  30  challenges,  but  in  the  other 
case  they  had  themselves  used  SO  chal- 
lenges against  the  Clare  men  in  order  to 
pack  the  jury.     And  then,  in  open  Court, 
the    whole    demeanour   of    the   Crown 
Prosecutor  was  friendly  to  the  murderer 
of  Kinsella,   and  he  did  not  take  the 
trouble  to  conceal,  after  the  trial  was 
over,  that  he  was  rejoiced  at  the  acquittal. 
Now,  in  the  face  of  these  trials,  which 
had  occurred  within  the  last  six  mouths 
or  so,  were  the  Irish  Members  to  be  told 
that  there  was  no  ground  for  the  belief  of 
the  Irish  peasant  when  he  might  happen 
to  be  charged  with  offences  to  be  put 
upon  his  trial,  that  the  atmosphere  of  the 
Court  was  not  unimpartial?    It  was  in 
the  face  of  these  faots  that  he  said  to 
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hon.  Members  opposite  that  they  muEt 
not  be  surprised  if  the  Irish  Members 
did  not  give  the  same  reception  to  a 
measure  of  this  character  which  the 
English  Members  and  the  English  people 
did.  But  this  was  not  the  whole  case ; 
it  was  only  one  branch  of  it.  He  had 
noticed  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land and  the  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland  had  passed  very  lightly  over  the 
case  of  the  Resident  Magistrates.  The 
Solicitor  General  for  England,  with  his 
usual  glibness  of  argument,  said  that 
if  they  were  improving  one  branch  of 
criminal  administration  for  one  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom  they  were  improv- 
ing it  for  all.  He  (Mr.  Dillon)  would  ask 
the  House  to  consider  the  principles  laid 
down  by  Resident  Magistrates  in  Ire- 
land. Only  the  other  day,  in  a  certain 
case  which  came  before  one  of  these 
Resident  Magistrates,  the  magistrate 
said — 

*'  Those  men  are  accused  of  holding  a  osr- 
tain  mooting^,  and  there  is  a  presumption— 
a  general  bolief — that  the  meeting  was  held,  and 
they,  if  they  can,  have  to  give  proof  that  it  was 

not  held," 

and  thereupon  he  sentenced  them  to 
terms  of  imprisonment  with  hard  labour. 
This  Eesident  Magistrate  had  actually 
laid  the  burden  of  proving  that  a  meet* 
ing  was  not  held  upon  the  prisoners. 
The  police  could  not  give  evidence  that 
a  meeting  was  held,  but  only  of  the  ex- 
istence of  a  presumption  that  it  was  held. 
It  must  be  remembered  also  that  there 
was  this  difference  between  law  in  Eng- 
land and  in  Ireland  in  these  cases — 
namely,  that  there  was  no  appeal  in  Ire- 
land when  sentences  were  short  sen- 
tences. AVas  it  that  the  Government 
were  going  to  introduce  a  system  with 
regard  to  short  sentences  in  which  the 
Crown  Prosecutors  were  going  to  be 
allowed  to  call  on  every  prisoner  to  go 
into  the  witness-box  and  prove  his  inno- 
cence, and  submit  to  cross-examination 
before  a  hostile  counsel  and  hostile 
magistrates — gentlemen  who  did  not  con- 
ceal their  ferocious  hostility,  and  who  had 
actually  been  known  to  give  a  physical 
expression  to  that  hostility  the  moment 
after  they  had  left  the  Bench.  The 
magistrates  in  Ireland  never  were  im- 
partial, they  were  always  strongly  op- 
posed to  prisoners,  and  he  (Mr.  Dillon) 
maintained  that  if  this  new  law  were 
introduced  into  Ireland  the  procedure 
of  the  Eesident  Magistrates  would  be 
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this.  To  every  man  who  came  into 
Court  accused  of  a  crime  they  would  say 
''Are  you  going  to  he  examined?  If 
you  are  not,  you  are  guilty."  That 
would  be  a  very  serious  matter,  and  he 
(Mr.  Dillon)  declared  that  he  did  not  be- 
lieye  that  he  was  exaggerating  in  the 
slightest  degree  what  would  be  the  re- 
sult of  this  measure  in  a  Magistrate's 
Oourt.  The  Irish  Members  were  told 
that  they  did  not  give  a  single  argu- 
ment why  there  was  any  difference  in 
Ireland  from  the  position  of  affairs  in 
England  with  regard  to  these  laws.  He 
would  ask,  what  use  was  it  for  them  to 
give  any  arguments  ?  For  all  practical 
purposes  the  Irish  Members  on  these 
benches  might  just  as  well  sit  as  dumb 
logs.  When  they  gave  arguments  they 
were  sneered  at,  and  when  they  gave 
the  opinions  of  their  constituents  they 
were  told  by  English  officials  that  they 
knew  more  about  these  things  than  the 
HepresoDtatives  of  the  Irish  people 
themselves  did.  In  conclusion,  he  would 
ask  whether  any  hou.  Member  would 
explain  on  what  ground  the  Government 
wanted  to  retain  Irish  Members  at 
Westminster  instead  of  allowing  them 
to  go  away  and  manage  their  own  affairs 
at  home  ? 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
he  must  join  in  the  appeal  which  had 
been  made  to  the  Attorney  General  for 
England.  He  was  surprised  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  should 
persist  in  joining  in  this  Bill  two  coun- 
tries so  differently  situated  as  England 
and  Ireland—  countries  to  which  the  same 
argaments  did  not  in  any  degree  apply. 
Every  consideration  which  induced  them 
to  support  this  measure  for  Scotland 
and  England  compelled  them  to  refuse 
their  assent  to  it  for  Ireland.  If  the 
Attorney  General  were  actuated  by  a 
single  desire  to  benefit  the  people  of 
England,  he  would,  without  the  slightest 
heeitatioD,  cut  Ireland  out  of  the  Bill. 
Bat  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
reminded  him  (Mr.  Hunter)  of  what 
Macaulay  said  about  the  Puritans  and 
bull-baiting — namely,  that  the  Puritans 
were  opposed  to  bull-baiting  not  because 
it  hurt  the  bull,  but  because  it  gave 
pleasure  to  the  spectators.  It  seemed 
to  him,  from  the  course  the  debate  had 
taken,  that  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  not  so  much  to  benefit  the 
Eogliah  people  as  to  pass  a  measure 
whu)h  would  be  injurious  and  offensive 


to  the  Irish  people.  The  Government 
seemed  to  search  with  the  greatest 
eagerness  for  opportunities  of  trampling 
upon  the  opinions  of  the  Irish  people. 
In  that  respect  they  had  been  joined  by 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Inverness  (Mr.  Finlay).  Well,  he 
(Mr.  Hunter)  was  not  surprised.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  was  logical 
because  he  was  one  of  those  Gentlemen 
who  thought  it  would  be  a  great  misfor- 
tune if  Scotch  questions  were  to  be 
decided  by  Scotch  Members ;  and,  hold- 
ing that  view,  perhaps,  he  would  think 
it  equally  bad  that  Irish  measures 
should  be  influenced  by  the  opinion  of 
Irish  Members.  He  (Mr.  Hunter), 
however,  did  not  think  that  these  were 
opinions  that  wore  held  in  Scotland,  or 
were  opinions  such  as  would  recommend 
themselves  to  this  House.  He  was  one 
of  those  who  very  strongly  supported 
this  Bill  two  years  ago,  on  the  under- 
standing that  it  would  not  be  applied  to 
Ireland.  What  were  the  reasons  that 
the  Bill  should  be  adopted  for  England 
and  not  adopted  for  Ireland  ?  He  would 
answer  that  question  in  a  single  sen- 
tence. It  was  the  greatest  fallacy  in 
the  world  to  pretend  that  the  examina- 
tion of  an  accused  person  was,  under  all 
circumstances,  and  in  every  case,  neces- 
sarily for  that  person's  benefit.  There 
were  many  circumstances  and  many 
cases  where  it  was  a  measure  not  calcu- 
lated to  promote  the  administration  of 
justice,  and  not  calculated  to  facilitate 
the  discovery  of  truth,  but  calculated  for 
a  very  opposite  purpose.  Why  did  he 
support  this  Bill  for  England?  He  did 
so  for  two  reasons.  In  the  first  place, 
there  were  a  great  many  poor  people  in 
England  who  could  not  afford  to  foe  a 
counsel  for  their  defence.  One  hon. 
Member  stated  to-night  that  the  poor 
man  had  an  advantage  as  compared  with 
the  rich  man ;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  junior  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had  reproved  him  for 
the  assumption,  and  said  that  he  himself 
believed  that  the  advantage  was  in  favour 
of  the  rich  man  as  against  the  poor.  He 
(Mr.  Hunter)  believed  there  was  no 
system  so  well  calculated  to  screen  the 
guilty  and  protect  the  innocent  as  the 
English  system  of  criminal  procedure, 
when  they  had  counsel  on  both  sides 
and  a  Judge  and  jury.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  his  belief  was  that  if  they 
had  not  counsel  for  a  prisoner  there  was 
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no  system  bo  injurious  to  a  prisoner  as 
the  Enp;lish  sjetem.  The  reason  was 
this.  The  English  system  was  full  of 
technicalities  with  regard  to  the  exami- 
nation of  witnesses;  and  what  chance 
could  an  unfortunate  prisoner  have  to 
defend  himself  under  theso  circum- 
stances ?  Take  a  case.  A  witness  was 
under  examination.  The  Judge  invited 
the  prisoner  to  cross-examine  that  wit- 
ness ;  and  how  did  the  prisoner  begin  ? 
He  said — **  You  said  I  did  so  and  so.'* 
Instantly  he  was  pulled  up  by  the  Judge, 
who  informed  him  in  solemn  tones — 
''  Sir,  you  must  not  make  a  statement, 
you  can  only  ask  a  question."  Well, 
the  result  was  that  the  unfortunate  pri- 
soner was  dumb-founded — he  did  not 
know  where  he  was.  He  did  not  know 
in  what  shape  to  put  his  question,  or 
how  to  conduct  his  case  ;  and  then  what 
happened?  Why,  when  all  the  wit- 
nesses were  passed  over  without  cross- 
examination,  and  the  prisoner  said 
"  It  is  not  true,  as  has  been  stated,  that 
I  did  so  and  so,  and  so  and  so,"  the 
Judge  interrupted  him  with  the  obser- 
vation, **It  is  now  too  late  to  go  into 
these  matters,  you  should  have  asked 
questions  with  regard  to  these  points  of 
the  witnesses  when  in  the  witness-box." 
The  effect  of  the  existing  system,  where 
counsel  were  not  employed,  was  that  the 
Quarter  Sessions  was  very  often  like 
leading  sheep  to  the  slaughter;  but  the 
bias  of  the  Judge  was  always  in  favour 
of  the  plea  of  *'  Not  Guilty!"  He  (Mr. 
Hunter)  thought  that  the  English 
Judges  almost  invariably  acted  upon 
the  principle  that  it  was  better  that  10 
guilty  men  should  escape  than  that  one 
innocent  man  should  suffer.  In  these 
cases,  where  prisoners  wero  not  defended 
by  counsel,  and  where  they  were  pro- 
tected by  perfectly  fair  and  impartial 
Judges,  he  believed  that  the  passing  of 
this  Bill  would  be  an  immense  help  and 
improvement  to  these  prisoners,  and,  to 
a  large  extent,  would  be  an  effectual 
substitute  for  counsel  they  could  not 
employ.  But  everything  depended  on  the 
Judge — everything  depended,  also,  on 
the  progccuting  counsel,  and  on  the  way 
in  which  the  prosecuting  counsel  was 
allowed  to  deal  with  the  prisoner.  There 
were  such  things  as  fair  questions  and 
unfair  questions,  and  a  prisoner  was 
protected  by  counsel  who  could  guard 
him  against  questions  on  cross-examina- 
tion which  ought  not  to  be   put,  and 
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oven  if  the  prisoner  had  not  counsel  in 
England  when  such  questions  were  pnt, 
the  Judge  himself  would  protect  the 
prisoner.  But  what  assurance  had  they 
that  before  the  Eesident  Magistrates^ 
before  the  removable  magistrates — any 
such  protection  would  be  afforded  ?  Now, 
he  read  a  short  time  ago  a  letter  written 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Central  Bradford  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
relating  his  experience  at  the  trial  of 
Mr.  Wilfrid  Blunt  before  a  County 
Court  Judge  in  Ireland,  and  he  saw 
there  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ex- 
pressed his  horror  and  consternation  at 
the  spirit  and  manner,  at  the  unfairness 
with  which  the  trial  was  conducted  both 
on  the  part  of  the  prosecuting  counsel 
and  on  the  part  of  the  Judge.  That 
was  the  impression  on  the  mind  of  an 
English  gentleman  who  was  accustomed 
to  the  administration  of  justice,  in  one 
case,  and  that  a  notorious  one.  That 
was  not  the  case  of  an  obscure  indi- 
vidual, but  one  in  which  the  Judge  knew 
perfectly  well  that  the  eyes  of  the  news- 
papers were  on  him,  and  it  might,  there- 
fore, be  assumed  that  unusual  pains 
were  taken  by  this  gentleman  to  give, 
at  any  rate,  an  appearance  of  impar- 
tiality to  the  proceedings  on  his  part. 
Now,  if  this  happened  in  the  green  tree, 
what  would  happen  in  the  dry  ?  Could 
anyone  say  that  anything  had  been  done 
which  would  give  any  English  or  Irish 
Member  the  right  to  believe  intheimpar- 
tiality  of  the  Irish  Kesident  Magistrates  P 
Since  this  matter  was  before  the  House 
in  1886,  he  (Mr.  Hunter)  had  read  the 
criminal  cases  and  reports  of  trials  be- 
fore the  Eesident  Magistrates  in  Ireland, 
and  those  trials  had  reminded  him,  not 
of  anything  within  his  experience,  but 
of  State  trials  which  took  place  250 
years  ago.  If  the  present  English 
Judges  were  like  the  Judges  of  the 
Stuart  period,  if  prosecutors  wore  like 
Ijord  Coke  and  otlier  gentlemen  who 
prosecuted  in  those  days,  he  (Mr.  Hunter) 
should  be  the  last  man  to  vote  for  a  Bill 
of  this  kind,  for  instead  of  it  being 
a  weapon  for  the  defence  of  the  inno- 
cent, it  would  probably  be  used  as  an 
instrument  for  convicting  prisonerswhen 
the  prosecutor  desired  to  do  so.  The 
Judge  would  draw  attention  to  admis- 
sions made,  and  enlarge  upon  them 
and  magnify  them  elaborately  —  he 
would  drive  home  every  single  admis- 
sion as  a  most  valuable  piece  of  evidence; 
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bat  when  the  prisoner  said  anything 
which  was  in  his  own  favour,  if  the 
Judge  was  not  honest  and  fair  and  im- 
partial, what  he  would  do  would  be  this : 
He  would  point  out  to  the  jury — if  he 
had  to  deal  with  a  jury — that  such  and 
such  statementsrestedon  no  better  autho- 
rity than  the  evidence  of  the  prisoner 
himself.  He  (Mr.  Hunter)  could,  there- 
fore, well  believe  that  in  Ireland  this 
Bill  would  operate  to  the  greatest  injus- 
tice and  hardship,  and  the  greatest 
craelty,  and  would  utterly  and  entirely 
defeat  the  object  of  justice — namely,  the 
discovery  of  truth.  In  the  present  day, 
in  England,  we  no  doubt  had  impartial 
justice ;  but  he  would  just  quote  one  or 
two  sentences  from  the  time  of  Sir 
Walter  Baleigh,  to  show  the  way  in 
which  prisoners  used  to  be  treated  by 
Attorney  Generals  in  those  days.  Just 
imagine  if  an  Attorney  General  ad- 
dressed prisoners  in  that  way  at  the 
present  time,  how  far  they  would  be  from 
passing  such  a  Eule  as  that  now  before 
the  House. 

"  Sir  Walter  Raleigh  interposed.  The  Attor- 
ney General  said  to  the  prisoner :  '  Thou  art  a 
monster;  thou  hast  an  English  face,  but  a 
Spanish  heart/  Then  when  Sir  Walter  Raleigh 
objected  that  no  evidence  had  been  given  against 
him,  and  said  :  *  If  my  Lord  Cobham  be  a  traitor 
what  is  that  to  me  P '  the  Attorney  General  said  : 
'  All  thnt  he  did  was  nothing  to  thee,  thou 
viper !    For  I  •*  thou  "  thee  thou  traitor  ! '  " 

Would  the  present  Government  tolerate 
a  rule  such  as  that  contained  in  this 
Bill  when  admonished  by  such  a  prose- 
outing  counsel  as  this,  and  before  such 
a  court  ?  To  put  the  whole  argument  in  a 
nutshelly  he  (Mr.  Hunter)  said  that  the 
examination  of  a  prisoner  as  a  witness 
in  a  case  was  not  in  itself  necessarily  an 
advantage  to  a  prisoner,  nor  calculated 
to  promote  the  cause  of  justice.  It  de- 
pended entirely  upon  the  way  in  which 
juBtiee  was  administered.  It  depended 
upon  the  Judge,  and  it  depended  upon 
the  counsel.  It  was  a  powerful  weapon, 
but  it  was  a  weapon  which  could  as 
eaailj  be  used  against  the  prisoner  as 
in  his  favour ;  and  he  could  not  enter- 
tain any  doubt,  from  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  in  regard  to  this  Bill,  that 
their  object  was  not  merely  to  improve 
the  law  of  England,  but  to  give  an  extra 
example  of  the  principle  of  that  odious 
Bill  that  was  passed  last  year. 

Mb.  MAUEICE  HEALY  (Cork)  said, 
the  Ck>vemment  now  proposed  a  mea- 
snze  which  they  declared  was  much  de- 


sired by  public  opinion  in  England ;  but 
the  Irish  Members  now  came  forward 
and  said — *' What  you  say  may  be  cor- 
rect ;  it  may  be  true  that  the  measure  is 
demanded   by   the   English  public ;   it 
may  be  true  that  the  public  opinion  of 
England  demands  that  a  prisoner  should 
have  the  right  of  being  examined  on  his 
own  behalf  in  criminal  cases;  but,  at 
any  rate,  there  is  no  demand  of  that 
kind  in   Ireland.     We,   who  represent 
Ireland  in  this  House,   are  hostile  to 
such  a  measure,    and  believe  that  so 
far  from  its  being   a   benefit  to  Irish 
prisoners,  it  will,  on  the  contrary,  too 
often  be  used  to   their  prejudice  and 
destruction  ;  and  we  ask  that  this  mea- 
sure should  not  be  extended  to  Ireland.'' 
Now,  the  Irish  Members  were  met  by 
the  declaration  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment that  what  they  had  to  con- 
sider  was,   in   the   words   of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Inverness  (Mr. 
Finlay),   a  broad  and  great  principle, 
and  that  it  was  not  with  reference  to 
Irish  needs,  or  the  local  circumstances 
of  Ireland,   that  the  measure  must  be 
considered,   but  by  those   broad  prin- 
ciples which  it  was  said  were  embodied 
in  the  Bill,  and  which  it  was  generally 
agreed  must  be  applied  to  the  whole  of 
the  United  Kingdom.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land threw  out  a  challenge  which  he 
(Mr.   Maurice   Healy)   thought  was   a 
very  fair  one.     He   taunted  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  New- 
castle (Mr.  John  Morley)  with  what  he 
considered  a  novel  consideration  as  pro- 
ceeding from  those  on  the   Opposition 
side  of  the  House — that  was  to  say,  that 
it  did  not  follow  that  because  a  measure 
was  a  good  and  desirable  one  for  Eng- 
land the  same  measuro  was  good  and 
desirable  for  Ireland.   It  did  not  appear 
to  him  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy)  that  this 
was  a  novel  principle  coming  from  this 
side  of  the  House.     It  appeared  to  him 
that  it  was  because  he  endeavoured  to 
lay  down  a  principle  of  that  kind  in 
1887  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  was  condemned  for  having 
banished  political  economy  to   Saturn. 
The   right  hon.   Gentleman  the   Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland   had   laid   down 
what  he  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy)  considered 
a  sound  principle,  and  that  was,  that  in 
applying  a  measure  of  this  kind  it  should 
I  also  be  applied  to  Ireland,  and  that  those 
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who  rosisted  it  should  show  that  the 
circiimstanoes  of  Ireland  materially  dif- 
fered from  those  of  England.  That  was 
a  fair  challenge  to  make  ;  and  he  (Mr. 
Maurice  Healy)  would  answer  that  the 
case  of  the  Irish  Members  was  that  the 
circumstances  of  Ireland  in  connection 
with  the  administration  of  justice  and  in 
matters  with  which  this  measure  dealt 
were  such  that  the  Bill  ought  not  to  be 
applied  to  Ireland.  He  would  quote, 
as  that  of  a  distinguished  authority  on 
this  subject,  the  opinion  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Sir  Miahael 
Ilicks  -  Beach)  two  years  ago  m  one 
of  the  speeches  he  addressed  to  his 
constituents.  Speaking  to  his  consti- 
tuents in  Bristol  tvv'o  years  ago  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said — **  Unfortunately, 
to  many  persons  the  administration  of 
justice  appeared  as  a  foe,  and  not  as  a 
friend."  Now,  that  was  the  whole  case 
of  the  Irish  Members  in  regard  to  this 
measure.  The  whole  case  of  the  Irish 
Members  might  bo  compressed  into  that 
sentence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
that  to  many  persons  in  Ireland  the  ad- 
ministration of  justice  appeared  as  a 
foe,  and  not  as  a  friend.  That  was  the 
ground  they  took  up,  that  they  main- 
tained that  because  that  state  of  things 
prevailed  there,  though  what  was  urged 
with  regard  to  the  measure  might  be 
true  as  applied  to  England  and  Scot- 
land, the  arguments  had  no  validity 
when  they  came  to  consider  the  applica- 
tion of  the  measure  to  Ireland. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  present, 

Mr.  MAUEICE  IIEALY  said,  he 
askod  whether  it  was  not  an  unfortu 
nate  thing  that  time  after  time  it  should 
happen  in  that  House  that  those  who 
represented  the  vast  bulk  of  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Ireland  should  demand  ceitain 
measuros,  nnd  that  time  after  time  tlie 
Governiiiont  sliould  set  their  wishes 
aside  and  refuse  those  measures ;  and 
that  timo  after  time  measures  emana- 
ting from  the  Front  Bench  opposite 
should  be  thrust  down  the  throats  of  the 
Irish  people  in  spite  of  the  strenuous 
resistance  of  their  Representatives  ?  The 
Government  proceeded  on  the  principle 
that  whatever  the  Irish  Hepresentatives 
asked  in  this  House  they  should  not 
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get,  and  whatever  tbey  resisted  and  com- 
plained of  they  should  have,  whether 
they  liked  it  or  not.  He  would  ask  whether 
that  was  the  proper  principle  on  which 
to  proceed  in  carrying  on  the  legislation 
of  this  country  ?  As  it  had  already  been 
asked  in  this  debate  to-night,  what 
duties  were  Irish  Members  supposed 
to  perform  in  this  House  ?  What  was 
the  value  of  their  representation  here 
if,  when  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  people 
were  expressed  by  those  who  were  sent 
to  this  House  to  give  voice  to  their  opi- 
nions, they  were  set  aside  by  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  and  treated  as 
though  they  never  existed  ?  He  main- 
tained that  the  state  of  things  which 
existed  in  England,  and  which  was  con- 
sidered by  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen 
opposite  to  justify  this  measure  in  Eng- 
land, did  not  exist  in  Ireland.  In  Eng- 
land they  had  none  of  that  friction 
between  the  people  and  the  forees  of 
the  Grown  and  administration  of  the  law 
which  unquestionably  existed  in  Ireland. 
In  England  they  had  none  of  these 
political  prosecutions  which  they  too 
often  had  in  Ireland.  In  England  the 
administrators  of  the  law  were  popular 
with  the  people ;  the  law  was  carried 
out  in  sympathy  with  the  people ;  Eng- 
lish views  and  opinions  were  constantly 
consulted,  and  hostility  between  tho 
people  and  the  law  was  avoided  with 
the  utmost  care.  The  very  antithesis  of 
this  state  of  things  existed  in  Ireland, 
and  yet  they  were  told  that  because  the 
measure  now  before  tho  House  was  fit 
and  proper  for  this  country,  it  was 
equally  applioable  to  the  totally  different 
situation  that  prevailed  in  Ireland.  Now, 
he  was  not  going  to  labour  the  point 
which  had  been  made  more  than  oooe 
in  this  debate  as  to  the  way  in  which 
criminal  prosecutions  were  conducted  in 
Ireland  from  that  which  prevailed  in  this 
country  ;  but  he  very  well  remembered 
how  struck  he  was  when  he  was  told 
once  by  a  gentleman  who  was  concerned 
in  many  criminal  prosecutions  what  took 
place  in  Ireland  a  few  years  ago.  He 
remembered  well  the  barrister,  who  de- 
fended a  prisoner  in  a  particular  case — 
he  thought  it  was  in  regard  to  a  charge 
of  conspiracy  to  murder  or  some  charge 
of  that  kind — telling  him  that  the  trial 
was  before  a  Judge  and  a  special  jury  of 
the  City  of  Cork,  the  prisoner  being 
found  guilty,  and  that  when  his  (Ifr. 
Maurice  Healy 's)  informant  went  into  the 
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Bar  room,  after  the  trial  was  over  and 
the  news  came  in  that  the  unhappy  man 
was  convicted,  the  principal  counsel  for 
the  down  pulled  his  handkerchief  out 
of  his  pocket  and  waved  it  over  his  head 
in  exultation  at  having  got  the  man  10 
years'  penal  servitude.  That  was  not 
the  spirit  in  which  cases  were  conducted 
in  England,  and  he  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy) 
doplared  that  so  long  as  they  were  con- 
ducted in  that  way  in  Ireland  the  effect 
of  this,  so  far  from  being  an  advantage 
to  accused  persons,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  claimed  for  it> 
would  be  wrested  to  their  destruction. 
As  to  the  Maamtrasna  case,  it  was  said 
that  if  this  Bill  had  been  in  existence  at 
that  time,  the  prisoner  Myles  Joyce,  who 
was  believed  to  have  been  innocent,  would 
have  been  examined,  and  would  have 
been  able  to  give  his  version  of  the  mat- 
ter, and  that,  therefore,  the  miscarriage 
of  justice  that  they  all  complained  of 
could  never  have  taken  place.  He  (Mr. 
Maurice  Healy)  would  say  to  English 
Members  who  made  that  statement  that 
thej  little  knew  what  went  on  in  connec- 
tion with  criminal  trials  in  Ireland.  He 
supposed  that  while  he  had  been  in  the 
Legal  Profession  he  had  had  as  much  ex- 
perience of  criminal  prosecutions  as  most 
people.  He  had  defended  prisoners  of 
all  kinds,  criminals  and  non-criminals, 
and  his  experience  was  that  no  matter 
how  innocent  a  prisoner  might  be,  and 
however  convinced  they  might  be  that  he 
was  telling  the  truth,  the  most  dangerous 
thing  the  defence  could  do  was  to  pro- 
duce any  witness  whatever.  Over  and 
over  again  he  (Mr.  Maurice  Healy)  had 
carefully  to  consider  with  counsel  whether 
he  should  not  entirely  refuse  to  produce 
any  witness  for  the  prisoner,  having  re- 
gard to  the  manner  in  which  these  wit- 
nesses would  be  treated  by  the  Crown 
Counsel  and  the  use  which  would  be 
made  of  the  necessary  mistakes  which 
ignorant  peasants  would  inevitably  make 
in  being  cross-examined  and  cross- 
hacklod  by  the  counsel  as  to  what  might 
be  utterly  irrelevant  details.  It  would 
be  the  very  same  thing  when  instead  of 
putting  up  an  aUhi  witness  or  a  witness 
to  prove  the  case,they  put  up  the  prisoner 
to  prove  it  himself.  They  would  be 
always  met  by  the  argument,  *'  If 
the  prisoner  was  wicked  enough  to  com- 
mit this  crime  do  you  think  he  would 
have  any  hesitation  in  going  into  the 
witoer^-box  and  committing  perjury  ?  " 


That  was  an  argument  which  would  be 
used  with  fatal  effect  with  the  jury, 
and,  therefore,  it  would  come  to  this, 
that  everything  that  the  prisoner  could 
say  that  would  prejudice  him,  every  ad- 
mission that  he  would  make  and  every- 
thing that  would  fall  from  him  and  could 
connect  him  with  the  crime,  would  be 
used  against  him,  whilst  every  thing  that 
he  said  in  his  own  favour  would  be 
treated  with  the  observation,  **  You  can- 
not rely  on  what  he  says,  for  anyone 
wicked  enough  to  commit  this  crime 
would  have  no  hesitation  in  going  into 
the  box  and  committing  perjury,"  It 
was  said  that  there  were  a  series  of  of- 
fences under  the  existing  law  in  connec- 
tion with  which  prisoners  were  already 
examined,  and  that  what  was  wanted 
was  simply  to  extend  that  series.  It  was 
said  that  if  it  was  possible  to  examine  a 
prisoner  as  a  witness  in  one  case,  it  was 
possible  in  all  cases.  Well,  he  (Mr. 
Maurice  Healy)  denied  that.  The  cases 
where  it  was  possible  to  examine  a 
prisoner  were  of  a  special  character. 
Take  a  case  under  the  Criminal  Law 
Amendment  Act,  for  instance,  and  cases 
under  the  Explosives  Act,  which  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bury  (Sir.  Henry  James) 
had  referred  to.  What  was  the  fact  ? 
Why  under  the  Explosives  Act  the 
duty  was  thrown  on  the  prisoner  of 
clearing  himself.  If  he  was  found  in 
possession  of  explosives  his  guilt  was 
assumed  until  he  cleared  himself. 
Unless  there  was  a  clause  in  the  Act  to 
the  effect  that  the  prisoner  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  clearing  himself  he 
would  be  necesearily  convicted  in  every 
case.  That  was  why  a  prisoner  was 
examined  in  his  own  defence  under  the 
Explosives  Act,  and  for  almost  a  similar 
reason  the  law  was  changed  in  the  late 
Criminal  Law  Amendment  Act,  because, 
in  the  nature  of  the  offences,  there  were 
never  likely  to  be  more  than  two  persons 
present — namely,  the  prosecutor  and  the 
prisoner;  and,  that  being  so,  it  would  be 
most  unjust  to  the  accused  party  not  to 
be  allowed  to  give  his  version  of  what 
had  taken  place.  That  was  the  ground 
upon  which  the  enactment  in  that  case 
was  defended — a  special  ground  which 
would  have  application  in  nine  out  of  10 
cases.  This  was  the  case  in  a  whole 
series  of  Acts  of  Parliament — though  a 
very  small  series— under  which  tlie  pri- 
soner had  a  right  to  be  examined  in  his 
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own  defence.  He  could  show  the  whole 
set  of  circumstances  which  induced  the 
Legislature  in  each  case  to  depart  from 
the  general  rule  that  a  prisoner  should 
not  he  allowed  to  he  examined  on  his 
own  hehalf.  Ho  said  that,  in  this  matter, 
the  analogy  of  England  did  not  apply — 
ho  held  that  the  proper  analogy  in  this 
case  would  he  that  of  Ed  gland  200  years 
ago  when  libel  and  other  criminal  prose- 
cutions were  of  daily  occurrence,  and 
when  Englishmen  had  to  deal  with  such 
Judges  as  Jeffries  and  Golepepper,  if  it 
had  heen  proposed  that,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances, a  prisoner  should  go  into 
the  box  to  he  brow-beaten  and  attacked 
by  the  corrupt  Judges  of  that  day.  He 
maintained  that  if  they  wanted  an 
analogy  in  this  matter  they  should  not 
take  that  of  the  England  of  to-day,  but 
the  England  of  200  years  ago,  when 
prosecutions  for  political  offences  were 
common  and  they  had  the  same  state  of 
things  prevalent  in  England  as  now 
existed  in  Ireland,  political  offences 
boing  frequently  punished  as  crimes, 
and  the  whole  of  the  country  rankling 
under  the  oppression.  Repeating  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr. 
John  Morley)  he  declared  that  it  was  the 
worst  pedantry  to  say  that  because  this 
Bill  would  be  proper  for  England,  there- 
fore it  would  be  proper  for  Ireland. 
Then  again,  they  wore  told  that  the  Bill 
was  proper  for  England  whether  public 
opinion  was  in  its  favour  or  not.  It  was 
said  that  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  there 
could  be  no  real  public  opinion,  as  the 
matter  was  one  more  or  less  for 
specialists.  It  was  held  that  the  House 
should  take  the  public  opinion  of  those 
who  wore  most  familiar  with  the  ques- 
tion. Well,  decided  in  that  way,  he  had 
no  doubt  the  Government  would  bo  able 
to  show  that  in  this  country  public  opi- 
nion was  in  favour  of  the  Bill.  But  how 
wero  thoy  to  judge  of  English  public 
opinion  in  the  matter?  They  had  a 
means  of  doing  it  by  taking  the  opinion 
of  the  Parliamentary  llopreKentatives  of 
the  people,  and  he  maintained  that  if 
thoy  wanted  to  get  the  public  opinion  of 
Ireland  they  must  take  it  in  the  same 
way.  The  Irish  Members,  however, 
were  told  that  in  order  to  find  what  Irish 
public  opinion  was  the  House  must  not 
take  the  statements  of  Gentlemen  on  the 
Irish  Benches,  but  those  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
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Ireland  and  the  hon.  and  right  hon. 
Members  who  sat  by  his  side.  That  was 
the  merest  travesty  of  Parliamentaxy 
Government.     It  would  be  better  that 
Parliament  should  not  continue  at  all 
than  that  measures  should  be  thrust 
down  the  throats  of  the  Irish  people  in 
do6anco  of  tho  wishes  of  nine* tenths  of 
their  Bepresentatives.  One  day  the  Irish 
Members  come  here  and  asked  for  a  par* 
tioular  measure,  as  they  did  yesterday, 
and  they  were  voted  down  by  horse,  foot| 
and  dragoons.     To-day  the  Government 
bring  in  this  Bill,  and  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers resist  it,  but  they  were  not  to  be 
allowed  to  have  a  voice  in  the  matter. 
He  said,  therefore,  to  the  Government, 
let  them  expel  the  Irish  Members  from 
the  House,  but  do  not  have  this  travesty 
of  Parliamentary  representation  which 
was  illustrated  by  the  Gt)V6rnment  yes- 
terday, and  which  was  being  further 
illustrated  by  the  proceedings  to-night. 
Mr.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abercromby)  said,  he  had  long  taken 
an  interest  in  the  subject-matter  of  the 
Bill,  and  he  was  surprised  at  the  objec- 
tion taken  to  it  on  the  opposite  side. 
He  was  also  disappointed  that  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
Henry  James)  had  not  enlightened  the 
House  more  on  the  merits  of  the  view  he 
took.     The  right  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber said  the  main  reason  why  those  on 
the    Government    side    of    the    House 
should  not  support  the  Bill,  and  should 
not  apply  it  to   Ireland,  was  because 
their  motives  were  liable  to  be  misre- 
presented by  the  Irish  Members ;  but 
he  (Mr.  Lawrence)  would  ask  if  ever 
they  could  go  to  ask  a  character  from 
those  Members?      Was  it  not  a  fact 
that  tho  best  of    their  motives    were 
always  misrepresented  ?    He  (Mr.  Law- 
rence), at  all  events,  would  not  decline 
to  support  the  application  of  the  Bill  to 
Ireland,  because  his  motives  were  liable 
to  be  misrepresented  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
below  the  Gangway.     For  instance,  the 
hon.  ]M ember  for  East  ]Mayo  (Mr.  Dillon) 
and  other  Irish  Members  said  it  was  im- 
possible to  convince   the  Irish   people 
that  justice  was  fairly  administered  in 
Ireland.     An  Irish  Member  had  even 
seemed  to  think  that  the  Irish  Judges 
were  as  bad  as  Soroggs  and  Jeffries. 
Mu.  SPEAKER :  Order,  order  I 
Mr.  W.  F.  LAWKENOE,  continuing, 
said,  when  they  heard  such  sentiments 
as  those  coming  from  hon.  Members  below 
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tho  Gangway  it  was  imposeible  not  to 
look  upon  them  as  exaggerations, 
wholly  incapable  of  proof.  If  the  argu- 
ment  was  that  we  could  not  convince 
the  Irish  people  of  the  justice  of  modern 
judicial  decisions  in  Ireland,  he  was 
prepared  to  give  up  trying  to  do  so, 
and  to  take  the  course  he  believed  to  be 
right.  The  House  was  asked  to  pass 
the  Amendment,  because  the  magis- 
trates in  Ireland  were  removable,  and 
therefore  would  act  unfairly  towards 
the  prisoners  brought  before  them. 
Bat  even  the  Judges  in  England  were 
not  removable  only  as  long  as  they 
behaved  rightly  while  they  sat  on  the 
Bench,  and  so  in  Ireland,  he  believed, 
that  no  magistrate  would  be  removed 
as  long  as  he  dealt  fairly  to  the  criminal 
who  stood  before  him,  the  person  who 
charged  him,  and  the  Crown  who  put 
him  there.  The  Amendment,  therefore, 
if  it  was  carried,  would  practically 
amount  to  a  Vote  of  Want  of  Confidence 
in  the  integ^ty  of  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor,  who  might 
have  the  removal  of  the  magistrate.  The 
Amendment  was  a  perfectly  inconse- 
quential Amendment,  and  unworthy  of 
support  by  men  who,  like  himself,  be- 
lieved that  the  Irish  magistrates  were 
only  concerned  in  dealing  out  equal 
justice  between  man  and  man,  between 
the  Grown  and  the  people  who  might  find 
fault  with  it.  He  wished  to  point  out  that 
the  measure  before  the  House  was  of  a 
permanent  character.  The  legislation, 
saoh  as  that  of  last  year,  was  in  one 
sense  of  the  word  of  a  permanent  cha- 
racter, inasmuch  as  it  was  not  a  tempo- 
rary Bill,  yet  they  all  hoped  it  was  a 
measure  which  would  cease  at  some  time 
to  be  law.  But  the  present  Bill  was  a 
measure  the  general  principle  of  which 
applied  to  all  judicial  affairs,  and  there- 
fore it  was  most  fitting  that  it  should 
obtain,  not  only  in  England  and  Wales 
and  Scotland,  but  in  Ireland  too.  It 
was,  in  fact,  generally  applicable  to  all 
systems  of  criminal  proceduro  in  tho 
Three  Kingdoms,  and  such  being  tlio 
fact  they  might  fairly  vote  for  it.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tho  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne  (Mr.  John  Morley) 
compared  this  kind  of  legislation  to  the 
Local  Government  Bill,  and  said  the 
Goremment  were  inconsistent  in  re- 
fusing to  apply  the  former  Bill  to  Ire- 
land and  in  applying  the  latter.  The 
sight  hon.  OenUeman  must  know  per- 


fectly well  that  the  reason  why  tho  Go- 
vernment deferred  granting  Local  Go- 
vernment to  Ireland  was  because  the 
Irish  people  were  too  much  given  fo 
lawlessness,  and  the  reason  why  the 
present  measure  was  applied  was  two- 
fold ;  first,  because  it  would  prevent  any 
suspicion  of  the  miscarriage  of  justice 
such  as  was  said  to  have  occurred  at 
Maamtrasna;  and  next,  just  as  on  ac- 
count of  the  lawlessness  they  refused 
Local  Government,  so  they  wore  called 
to  make  the  law  firmer  because  there 
was  this  lawless  spirit  abroad.  If  they 
did  not  pa8S  the  Bill  that  Session,  they 
might  wait  until  doomsday  before  tho 
Irish  people  became  so  enamoured  of 
the  law  as  to  come  and  ask  them  for  a 
measure  to  secure  that  the  right  man 
should  go  to  prison.  He  was  glad  the 
Government  were  resolved  to  stand  fast. 
As  to  gaining  the  goodwill  of  the  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway,  he  did  not  in 
the  least  expect  them  to  do  that,  but  if 
they  went  forward  with  careful  legisla- 
tion, the  time  would  come  when  Ireland 
would  appreciate  their  motives  and  do 
justice  to  their  actions. 

SiK  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  that  this  question  of 
the  extension  or  non- extension  of  this 
Bill  to  Ireland  was  merely  a  matter  of 
expediency.  The  question  was  whether, 
being  desirous  of  seeing  the  Bill  ap- 
plied to  England  and  Scotland,  they 
were  wise  in  attempting  to  hamper  it 
with  considerations  of  a  political  cha- 
racter. The  whole  matter  was  fully 
"discussed  in  the  Grand  Committee  some 
years  ago,  and  they  all  knew  that  it 
was  distinctly  upon  political  grounds 
that  the  Irish  Members  objected  to  the 
application  of  this  principle  to  their 
country.  It  seemed  to  him  the  question 
was  whether  the  Government  should 
adopt  the  easy  method  of  applying  tho 
Bill  to  England,  or  whether  they  should 
hamper  its  progress  and  its  efficiency  by 
endeavouring  to  apply  it  to  Ireland 
against  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  people 
and  their  Eepresentatives.  Perhaps 
they  had  better  leave  Ireland  alono  in 
dealing  with  tliis  question.  Putting 
that  measure  aside,  he  was  glad  to  say 
that  he  concurred  most  heartily  in  tho 
principle  of  the  Bill.  That  principle 
was  that  in  criminal  cases  an  accused 
person  should  no  longer  have  his  mouth 
shut.  It  seemed  to  him  that  that  had 
been  one  of  the  most  extraordinary  and 
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incredible  principles  of  English  law, 
and  when  this  Bill  was  passed  tho 
country  would  wonder  that  that  super- 
stition had  continued  so  long.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  that  the  mouth 
of  a  prisoner  should  no  longer  be  shut, 
but  that  he  should  have  an  opportunity 
—he  did  not  say  should  be  compelled, 
for  he  did  not  know  how  they  could 
compel  a  man  to  speak,  as  they  did  not 
apply  the  torture  now-a-days— of  giving 
his  own  version  of  the  circumstances 
which  had  led  to  his  prosecution  ;  that, 
in  fact,  he  should  bo  invited  to  speak. 
But  he  doubted  whether  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  was  put  before  the  House  in  a 
right  form.  He  had  had  great  experience 
in  dealing  with  the  system  under  which 
prisoners  were  examined,  and  his  own 
impression  was  that  the  form  in  which 
the  Bill  was  put  before  tho  House  now, 
and  had  been  put  before  the  House  on 
previous  occasions  as  applicable  to  Eng- 
land, was  not  the  right  form.  He  dis- 
sented from  the  view  that  they  could  not 
put  before  a  Court  of  Law  evidence 
which  was  not  sworn.  The  examination 
of  a  prisoner  should  be  a  judicial  exami- 
nation of  an  accused  person  and  not 
the  examination  of  a  witness.  That  was 
the  law  which  prevailed  in  all  countries 
except  England  and  the  United  States 
of  America,  which  drew  their  law  from 
English  law.  It  was  the  case  in 
Scotland.  It  was  proposed  to  apply  the 
Bill  to  Scotland,  but  it  seemed  to  him 
that  it  would  be  very  difHcult  to  do  so 
in  its  present  form,  because  they  already 
had  an  examination  of  an  accused  per- 
son in  Scotland.  In  Scotland  they  had 
never  shut  the  mouth  of  an  accused 
person,  but,  on  tho  contrary,  had  al- 
ways invited  him  to  niako  a  statement 
or  a  declaration.  Tho  first  thing  which 
happened  when  an  accused  person  was 
brought  before  a  Justice  in  Scotland 
was  his  being  invited  to  make,  what 
they  called,  a  declaration,  and  this  form 
constituted  nothing  more  nor  loss  than 
a  judicial  examination  of  that  accused 
pereon.  He  had  also  had  some  expe- 
rience of  the  working  of  this  principle  of 
law  in  India.  In  that  country  they  had 
the  advantage,  not  of  an  antiquated  law 
such  as  prevailed  in  England,  but  of  the 
most  modern  law  made  by  the  most 
modern  Jurists,  and  what  were  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Code  in  regard  to  the 
matter  under  discussion.  Why,  in  this 
Code  they  had  nothing  of  the  nature  of 

Sir  George  Campbell 


the  accused  person  appearing  as  a  wit- 
ness, but  they  had  a  judioial  ezaminatioii 
of  an  accused  person.    That  was  the  law 
of  India  and  that  was  the  law  of  Europe, 
including  Scotland,  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  it  was  the  law  of  all  countries  that 
were  not  prejudiced  by  English  law.    It 
seemed  to  him  that  if  they  adopted  this 
system  of  determining  by  law   that  a 
man's  mouth  should  only  be  open  when 
he  appeared  as  a  witness  on  oath  in  a 
case,  tney  would  be  involving  themselTes 
in  a  very  great  difficulty.     Thej  might 
make  provision  by  law,  in  the  manner 
proposed   by  the  junior   Member    for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  to  pre- 
vent the  refusal  or  the  assent  of  an  ac- 
cused person  to  give    evidence    being 
cited  in  the  case  against  him.   After  all, 
that  might  be  the  law,  but  they  ooold 
not  prevent  the  minds  of  the  jury  being 
influenced,  as  they  would  be  reasonably 
influenced,  by  the  fact  that  an  accused 
person  had  not  come  forward  to  give  his 
own  statement  of  the  case.     That  being 
the  case,  it  seemed  to  him  that  a  pri- 
soner  would    be    practically   forced  to 
make  a  statement,  and  it  appeared  to 
him  (Sir  George  Campbell)  that  it  would 
be  very  right  that  so  much  compulsion 
should    bo   applied.     It  was  right  in 
the  interest   of   the  innocent  and  the 
guilty  alike  that  a  certain  moral  com- 
pulsion should  be  exercised   upon  the 
accused  in  order  to  get  them  to  make 
statements  and  say  what  was  their  ac- 
count of  the  matter;  but  it  seemed  to 
him,   to  be  placing  a  man  in  a  very 
peculiar  position  to  insist  upon  his  taking 
an  oath.    It  was  all  very  well  to  do  so, 
perhaps,  and  to  adopt  the  existing  system 
in  cases  of  secondary  degree  ;  but  when 
they  came  to  cases  such  as  murder,  he 
asked,  was  it  right  or  fair  that  they 
should  drive  a  man  to  come  forward  and 
say  upon  oath  whether  ho  had  committed 
the  crime  or  not  ?     That  would  operate 
as  an  irresistible  temptation  to  a  man 
guilty  of  murder  to  add  to  the  peril  in 
which  he  stood  as  to  his  life,  peril  to  his 
soul,  by  perjury.     The  kind  of  judicial 
examination  lie   referred  to  would  be 
more  efficacious  in  getting  out  the  truth 
than  any  forcing  of  a  man  to  make  a 
statement  on  oath.     He  thought  some 
matters   would   have  to  be  settled   in 
regard  to  the  Bill.     At  present,  apart 
from  the  giving  of  evidence  on  oath,  it 
was  doubtful  whether  or  not  a  prisoner 
could  make  a  statement  in  his  own  do- 
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fence.  The  practice  of  Engliali  Judges 
varied  very  much  in  that  reepect,  some 
Judges  permitting  it  and  others  refusing 
to  do  80.  It  was  desirable  that  that 
question  should  be  settled,  and,  for  his 
own  part,  he  was  anxious  to  see  it 
settled  in  the  direction  of  allowing  a 
prisoner  to  make  a  statement  in  his  own 
defence.  He  thought  that  the  BiU 
should  be  read  a  seoond  time,  but  that 
it  should  be  considerably  modified,  and 
perhaps  it  might  be  so  modified. 

8iE  WILLI A.M  EWAET  (Belfast, 
N.)  said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
Henry  James)  had  assumed  too  much  that 
Irish  opinion  was  in  favour  of  the  A.mend- 
ment  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy).  On 
the  contrary,  he  (Sir  William  Ewart)  had 
no  doubt  that  the  overwhelming  majority 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  would  hail  with 
pleasure  the  passing  of  this  measure. 
What  was  this  Bill  ?  It  was  simply  a 
Bill  enabling  a  prisoner  to  give  evi- 
dence, if  he  wished,  and  enabling  a  hus- 
band or  wife  to  give  evidence  in  a  case 
against  the  other.  He  confessed  that 
he  had  heard  with  some  surprise  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down.  After  this  question  had 
been  so  thoroughly  thrashed  out,  and 
public  opinion  had  been  so  fully  formed 
upon  it,  he  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  very  bold  in  coming  forward  practi- 
cally to  offer  it  opposition,  and  especially 
when  he  himself  had  said  that  there  was 
really  no  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the 
paanng  of  the  measure  for  the  United 
Kingdom.  No  case  had  been  made  out, 
to  his  (Sir  William  Ewart's)  mind,  for 
excluding  Ireland  from  the  operations 
of  the  Bill.  The  opposition  had  entirely 
failed ;  indeed  the  reasons  given  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Longford 
were  altogether  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 
If  the  Irish  Judges  were  corrupt — 
which  he  indignantly  denied — it  was  all 
the  more  important  and  needful  that 
it  shoald  be  in  the  power  of  the  accused 
to  clear  himself.  He  was,  as  far  as 
poedble,  in  favour  of  equal  laws  for  all 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  on 
every  occasion,  as  far  as  possible,  he 
•hould  give  his  support  to  equal  laws. 
On  the  present  occasion  he  had  much 
pleasore  in  supporting  the  application  of 


the  Bill  to  the   whole    of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

Mr.T.P.  gill  (Louth,  S.)  said,  he  felt 
bound,  on  behalf  of  the  constituency  that 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  to  enter 
his  protest  against  this  Bill.  He  believed 
that  it  contained  a  very  dangerous 
principle.  He  was  against  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  altogether,  but  he  was  especi- 
ally against  it  on  account  of  the  pro- 
posal to  extend  it  to  Ireland.  He 
thought  the  Bill  a  mistake,  and  it 
seemed  to  him,  in  his  humble  judg- 
ment, a  rather  curious  thing  that  the 
producers  and  the  supporters  of  it  during 
the  whole  course  of  the  debate,  though 
it  was  a  Bill  proposing  to  introduce  into 
English  law  a  principle  accepted  else- 
where, say  in  France,  had  never  pro- 
duced anything  like  an  array  of  testi- 
mony to  show  from  experience  that  the 
principle  was  one  which  worked  to  the 
approval  of  the  lawyers  of  France  or 
other  countries.  In  his  opinion,  and  he 
thought  this  would  be  borne  out  by 
everyone  who  had  followed  even  recently 
the  course  of  certain  trials  in  France, 
the  principle  of  this  Bill  was  one  which, 
at  any  rate  in  France,  had  not  been  an 
unmixed  good.  The  principle  they  were 
about  to  give  up,  that  of  excluding  a 
prisoner  from  making  a  statement  or 
submitting  himself  to  cross-examination, 
had,  no  doubt,  a  great  many  drawbacks. 
He  should  like  to  know  any  human 
principle  that  had  not;  but  had  the 
principle  they  were  proposing  to  intro- 
duce no  drawbacks  ?  He  held  that  it 
had,  and  very  decided  ones.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  principle  of  making  the 
Judge  a  seeker  out  of  evidence,  and  an 
examiner  of  a  prisoner  as  a  witness  in  a 
case,  was  one  which  would  interfere 
very  seriously  with  that  judicial  and 
impartial  frame  of  mind  which  had  so 
distinguished  the  English  Judges.  That 
judicial  and  impartial  frame  of  mind  had 
raised  the  English  Judges  above  the 
Judges  of  any  other  country  in  the 
world.  The  English  Judges  remained 
in  a  higher  atmosphere,  and,  if  they 
were  asked  to  step  down  from  that 
higher  atmosphere  and  to  examine 
prisoners,  the  effect  would  be  to  interfere 
with  that  judicial  frame  of  mind  which 
had  always  characterized  them.  Look 
at  any  trial  in  France — at  the  Pranzini 
trial  for  instance.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  Gill) 
had  read  the  manner  in  whioh  the  Judge 
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at  that  trial  examined  and  cross- 
examined  and  bullied  and  threatened 
that  prisoner.  It  was  the  most  scan- 
dalous thing  that  ever  occurred.  The 
Judge  taunted  the  man  with  keeping 
back  the  truth.  He  said — **You  were 
cruel  to  your  mother,  why  should  you 
not  be  cruel  to  your  mistress?"  and  so 
on.  Then  look  at  the  still  more  recent 
case,  the  Vignor  affair,  in  connection 
with  the  trial  of  ^I.  Wilson.  They 
had  there  the  Judge  d'Instruction,  who 
entertained  at  dinner  one  of  the  de- 
fendants in  the  case.  IIo  gave  the  man 
a  rich  dinner,  and  plied  him  with  wine, 
and  over  the  walnuts  and  the  wine  he 
succeeded  in  extracting  damaging  infor- 
mation from  him,  and  after  that  he 
talked  over  the  telephone  wire  with 
another  of  the  defendants,  changing  his 
voice  and  pretending  ho  was  M.  "Wilson. 
Why  did  he  do  that?  Why,  because 
in  France  the  constant  effect  of  this 
system  on  the  judicial  frame  of  mind 
had  been  to  transform  the  Judge  more 
or  less  into  a  seeker  out  of  evidence  and 
a  runner  down  of  the  prisoner.  The 
glory  of  a  Judge  in  France  consisted, 
just  as  much  as  if  he  were  a  Crown 
Prosecutor  in  bringing  a  prisoner  to 
conviction.  That  Judge  had  carried  the 
thing  so  far  that  it  became  a  public 
scandal,  and  he  was  dismissed  from  his 
office.  That  was  only  a  few  weeks  ago, 
but  let  them  take  any  trial  that  occurred 
in  France,  and  they  would  find  that  a 
Judge  in  France  behaved  on  the  Bench 
in  the  manner  in  which  he  examined  a 
prisoner  and  ran  him  down,  in  a  way 
which  would  be  shocking  to  the  senti- 
ments which  had  grown  up  in  England 
with  regard  to  the  course  of  law.  He 
(Mr.  T.  r.  Gill)  further  said  that  the 
principle  was  a  dangerous  one,  though 
they  were  rushing  upon  it  with  a  light 
heart.  The  House  seemed  to  be  taking 
for  granted  that  it  was  all  very  fine. 
Tie  had  no  doubt  that  there  was  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  for  it,  and  that  there 
were  a  great  many  cases  in  which  jus- 
tice would  benefit  by  having  this  prin- 
ciple in  force,  but  he  thought  that  the 
cases  in  which  it  would  do  an  injury  to 
the  cause  of  justice,  and  create  almost  a 
scandal,  would  be  more  numerous  still. 
He  did  not  think  the  House  had  pro- 
perly weighed  the  pros  and  cons  of  the 
case.  That  being  so  as  to  the  principle 
generally,  how  much  more  were  the 
Members  for  Ireland  justified  in  oppo- 
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sing  the  application  of  such  a  principle 
to  Ireland.  The  Judges  in  England, 
and  the  Crown  Prosecutors  in  England, 
as  had  been  universally  conceded,  lived 
in  a  higher  atmosphere,  in  a  more  im« 
partial,  a  more  calm,  and  a  more  just 
atmosphere  than  the  Judges  and  Crown 
Prosecutors  in  Ireland ;  and  if  this  prac- 
tice of  allowing  a  Judge  to  cross- 
examine  a  prisoner,  and  to  sift  his  evi- 
dence, were  injurious  in  the  case  of  men 
who  were  entirely  impartial  and  lived 
in  an  impartial  atmosphere,  what  would 
be  the  efPect  in  Ireland  on  Judges  who 
were  simply  fresh  from  being  Crown 
Prosecutors  and  reeking  with  an  atmos- 
phere like  that  of  Green  Street?  He 
knew  a  case  where  a  man  was  tried  for 
his  life— the  Oould  ease.  The  Grown 
Prosecutor  did  his  best  to  get  Gould 
convicted.  He  made  a  most  eloquent  de- 
nunciation of  the  prisoner  on  his  first 
trial.  The  prisoner  came  up  for  trial  a 
second  time,  and  the  Crown  Prose- 
cutor, who  prosecuted  him  on  the 
first  trial,  was  sitting  on  the  Bench 
in  the  case  of  the  second  trial. 
Fancy  a  case  like  that.  In  Ire- 
land they  had  such  jobbery  and  parti- 
zanship  in  connection  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  that  even  a  Judge 
failed  to  see  any  impropriety  in  sittiog 
on  the  Bench  and  trying  a  prisoner  on  a 
second  trial  whom  he  had  himself  pro- 
secuted on  his  first  trial.  Could  such  a 
thing  occur  in  England  ?  He  ventured 
to  say  that  no  one  oould  get  up  and  con- 
tend that  it  could.  To  say  that  they 
were  introducing  on  equal  terms  a 
principle  such  as  that  contained  in  the 
Bill  into  England  and  Ireland  was  to 
make  a  most  monstrous  and  unjustifiable 
assertion.  The  whole  course  of  feeling 
in  Courts  of  Justice  in  Ireland  was  that 
both  the  Judge  on  the  Bench-^this 
might  bo  an  injustice  to  a  great  many 
of  tho  Judges  in  Ireland,  but  let  that  bo 
as  it  might — the  feeling  was  that  both 
the  Judges  on  the  Bench  and  the  Crown 
Prosecutors  were  excessively  anxious 
to  obtain  convictions.  The  belief  in  the 
popular  mind  was  that  when  a  man  was 
unfortunate  enough  to  get  into  the  Dock 
there  under  any  circumstance  whatever, 
tho  only  person  not  bent  on  running  the 
prisoner  to  earth  was  tho  counsel  engaged 
in  his  defence.  In  this  country  he  be- 
lieved that  a  Crown  Prosecutor  would 
occasionally  give  up  his  brief  when  he 
was  convinced  that  a  prisoner  was  ijuiQ* 
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cent.  [**No,  no!"]  Well,  some  hon. 
Member  said  that.  ["No,  no!"]  Well, 
aomeoae  had  said  the  converse  of  that 
at  any  rate,  that  was  to  say,  that  the 
coansel  for  a  guilty  person  would  some- 
times gives  up  his  brief  when  he  thought 
the  prisoner  guilty,  and  it  was  only 
fair  to  assume  that  where  an  opposing 
advocate  thought  a  person  innocent  he 
would  also  be  moved  to  throw  up  his 
brief.  They  might,  however,  live  till 
doomsday  before  they  would  see  such  a 
thing  as  that  occur  in  Ireland.  As  had 
been  stated  in  a  newspaper  article  not 
long  ago,  the  whole  purpose  of  an  Irish 
Crown  Prosecutor  was  to  get  a  verdict, 
hook  or  by  crook.  The  gentlemen  on 
the  Bench  in  Ireland  were  gentlemen 
who  had  stepped  up  from  the  position  of 
Crown  Prosecutor  to  that  of  Judge,  and, 
that  being  so,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
a  case  of  irresistible  force  had  been 
made  out  against  the  introduction  of  the 

Erinciple  contained  in  the  Bill  in  Ire- 
tnd.  Ho  thought  it  an  unwise  prin- 
ciple, and  one  the  advantages  of  which 
would  not  come  near  to  overpowering 
its  disadvantages.  In  the  case  of  Ire- 
land there  was  no  reason  whatsoever 
why  this  principle  should  be  thrust  down 
the  throats  of  the  Irish  people  against  the 
wishes  of  the  vast  majority  of  their  Ee- 
presentatives.  Goodness  only  knew  that 
they  had  had  instances  enough  in  which 
the  inequalities  existing  between  the 
two  countries  had  been  exemplified  of 
late,  and  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
House  of  Commons  was  making  itself 
absolutely  grotesque  by  those  contra- 
dictions. There  had  been  three  measures 
introduced  into  the  House  of  Commons 
within  the  space  of  some  months.  One 
of  these  proposed  to  make  a  tremen- 
dous change  in  the  law  of  Ireland,  but 
it  did  not  propose  to  apply  the  same 
change  to  England.  Another  of  these 
measures  proposed  to  make  a  radical 
extension  of  liberty  in  England  and  not 
to  extend  it  to  Ireland ;  and  now  the 
Oovemment  brought  forward  a  proposal 
which  they  said  was  good  for  England 
and  they  gratuitously  proposed  to  extend 
it  to  Ireland,  although  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers entreated  them  with  all  the  warmth 
they  could  command  not  to  do  so.  In 
spite  of  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  people 
the  measure  was  to  be  thrust  down  their 
throats.  He  thought  that  the  most  pre- 
judiced mind  in  the  House  would  agree 
that  Uiere  was  a  ^ss  disregard  of  popu- 


lar opinion  in  Ireland  in  this  House 
when  it  sought  so  to  legislate.  He  should 
hopo  that  the  protest  the  Irish  Members 
had  made  to-night  would  have  some 
effect  on  the  Government,  though  he  was 
afraid  he  was  much  too  sanguine  in  en- 
tertaining such  a  view.  At  any  rate, 
disregarded  as  his  opinion  might  be  on 
the  question,  he  had  felt  it  to  bo  his 
duty,  and  he  distinctly  agreed  with  all 
his  Colleagues  in  giving  a  most  deter- 
mined opposition  to  the  application  of 
this  Bill  to  Ireland. 

Colonel  WAEING  (Down,  N.)  said, 
that  the  argument  of  the  depravity  of 
the  French  Courts  did  not  apply  in  the 
smallest  degree  to  the  present  case, 
because  it  was  not  proposed  to  put  in 
the  power  of  any  Judge  to  cross- 
examine  a  prisoner  under  any  circum- 
stances whatever.  He  rose  principally 
to  protest  against  the  universal  assump- 
tion of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  to  speak  for  the  people  of 
Ireland.  It  was  enough  for  them  to 
express  the  opinion  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  on  the  question  of  Home  Eule 
when  they  had  taken  steps  to  consult 
them  on  the  matter  under  discussion; 
but  even  then  he  ventured  to  think 
the  Gentlemen  who  were  notoriously 
nominated  by  a  committee  —  which, 
though  it  might  be  either  small  or 
large,  was  not  the  constituency  of 
Ireland — had  no  right  to  assume  to 
speak  in  the  name  of  the  entire  people. 
He  would  not  venture  to  speak  for  the 
portion  of  Ireland  which  he  had  tho 
honour  to  represent,  because  he  had  not 
evolved  out  of  his  own  inner  conscious- 
ness what  their  opinion  would  be.  He 
did  not  assumo  to  have  the  gift  of 
prophecy,  as  hon.  Members  opposite 
did ;  but  he  believed  if  the  question 
were  put  before  them  they  would  one 
and  all  be  decidedly  in  favour  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  being  extended  to 
Ireland.  When  he  practised  at  tho 
Bar  he  considered  the  want  of  such  a 
provision  a  fatal  defect  in  the  English 
Law  as  compared  with  that  of  other 
countries.  He  hoped  no  representation 
of  the  supposed  opinion  of  Ireland 
would  prevent  the  Government  pushing 
the  Bill  through  for  the  whole  King- 
dom. 

Mr.NEVILLE  (Liverpool,Exchange), 
Buid,  it  seemed  to  him  that  thero  was  a 
fallacy  lurking  under  the  arguments  of 
the    opponents    of     the    Amendment, 
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which  ought  to  bo  put  plainly  before 
the  House.  It  was  said  to  Liberals 
that  if  they  accepted  the  principle  of 
the  measure  for  England ,  they  must  be 
wrong  and  inconsistent  in  supporting 
the  Amendment ;  because  if  the  prin- 
ciple was  good  for  one  case,  it  must 
necessarily  be  good  in  the  other.  That 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Neville)  to  be 
fallacious,  for  this  reason ;  because  he 
did  not  think  that  by  accepting  the 
principle  of  the  measure  they  com- 
mitted themselves  to  the  opinion  that 
it  was  a  principle  to  be  applied  to  all 
places  and  under  all  circumstances. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that,  originally, 
the  exemption  of  prisoners  from  giving 
evidence  was  intended  to  bo  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  prisoner.  He  had  not 
such  a  low  opinion  of  our  legal  ances- 
tors as  to  suppose  they  were  utterly 
wrong  in  the  view  they  took  at  the  time 
of  what  was  for  the  prisoner's  benefit, 
or  tliat  the  prisoner  would  have  been 
better  if  he  had  in  old  days  been 
allowed  to  give  evidence  in  England. 
The  reason  why  he  and  he  believed  the 
majority  of  the  English  Liberal  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  would  support 
the  measure,  was  because  they  believed, 
in  the  existing  circumstances  of  England, 
it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  innocent 
persons  who  might  be  accused  of  crimes, 
because  they  and  most  of  the  English 
people  had  full  confidence  in  the  admin- 
istration of  justice  in  that  country;  and 
if  they  took  the  opinion  of  those 
persons  who  might  be  in  the  position  of 
being  tried  before  a  Judge  and  jury  in 
nn  English  Court,  they  would  tell  them 
they  were  perfectly  satisfied  that  they 
would  got  n  fair  trial.  Ho  was  not 
there  to  say  the  contrary  was  the  fact  in 
Ireland.  It  would  be  utterly  presump- 
tuous for  him  to  say  anything  on  the 
question,  for  he  did  not  profess  to  have 
any  personal  knowledge  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  Ireland;  but  he 
would  say  that  it  was  not  a  question  for 
English  Members  to  decide.  He  could 
not  conceive  with  what  object  the 
Kepresentatives  of  the  Irish  people 
wore  there,  if  the  House  was  always  to 
turn  a  deaf  ear  to  those  Hepresentatives 
and  to  the  feelings  and  wishes  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward 
Clarke)  had  characterized  the  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James) 
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as    extraordinary.      Ho  (Mr.   NeTiUe) 
was  not  surprised  at  that  statement,  be- 
cause   it     appeared      to      him     that 
the     Solicitor    General    did     not    in 
the  least  understand   what   the    right 
hon.   and  learned  Member  for  Boiy's 
argument  was.     That  did  not  astonish 
him  (Mr.  Neville),  beoauae  that  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  speak- 
ing from   a  standpoint    whioh    unfor- 
tunately hon.  Members  opposite  seemed 
perfectly  unable  of  taking  up  for  them- 
selves.    What  he  understood  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bury  to 
mean  was,  that  the  reason  why  he  sup- 
ported the  measure  before  the  House— 
and  he  had  himself  brought  in  a  measura 
to  the  same  effect  on  a  former  occasion 
— was  that  he  believed  it  would  be  in 
the  interests  of  innocent  persons  accused 
of  crime ;  but  he  did  not  for  a  moment 
conceal  from  himself,  or  from  the  House, 
that    if    the    giving    of   evidence    bj 
prisoners  was  something  liable  to  abute^ 
it  might  be  used  against  the  interests  of 
the  innocent  person   accused  of  crime. 
And  though  he  had  perfect  confidence 
that  in  this  country  it  would  not  be  eo, 
and  though  he  knew  that  the  mass  of 
the  people  in  the  country  so  regarded 
the  question,   he  understood  from  the 
Irish  Members  that  that  was  not  the 
point  of    view  adopted  by  the    Irish 
people,  and,  therefore,  without  express- 
ing any  opinion  himself  as  to  whether 
or  not  there  was  any  truth  in  the  allega- 
tion that  there  was  a  differenoe  in  the 
atmosphere  of  the  Criminal  Courts  in 
England  and  in  Ireland,  he  said  it  was 
enough  for  his  argument  if  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  Irish  peopln  said  so. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bury  said  tiiat  if  the  Irish  representa- 
tion meant  anything  at   all,  it  meant 
that  great  attention  should  be  paid  to 
the  views  of  the  Hepresentatives  of  the 
Irish  people  ;  and  in  a  case  in  whioh 
they  were  dealing  with  the  interests  of 
the  Irish  people,  and  in  which  the  in- 
terests of  the  country  were  not  suffered 
to  enter,  he  would  give  way  to   their 
opinion,  and  would  not  be  a  party  to 
forcing  what  was  brought  forward  as  a 
remedial  measure  upon  the  Irish  people 
in  the  teeth  of  their  Hepresentatives. 
The  argument  advanced  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had,  bethought, 
proved  clear  and  convincing  to   many 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House.  It 
had  been  said  by  Members  on  the  Qo- 
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Ternment  side  of  the  House  that  the  worse 
the  atmosphere  of  the  Courts,  the  more 
important  the  application  of  this  measure 
to  Ireland.  He  did  not  think  such  a 
position  could  be  honestly  and  sincerely 
maintained.  He  did  not  believe  for  one 
moment  that  if  the  Eepresentatives  of 
the  English  constituencies  had  not  un- 
bounded faith  in  the  fairness  of  criminal 
trials  as  they  take  place  in  this  country, 
they  would  get  a  single  man  to  vote  for 
any  alteration  in  the  law,  and  they 
understood  from  the  Irish  Members  that, 
unfortunately,  they  did  not  take  the  same 
Tiew  of  criminal  prosecutions  in  Ireland. 
The  reason  why  he  ventured  to  protest 
against  the  course  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment was,  that  it  seemed  to  him 
tiiat,  in  habitually  neglecting  the  repre- 
sentations of  the  Irish  Members,  and 
refasing  them  a  share  in  the  boons  in 
which  they  asked  to  be  permitted  to 
share,  and  insisting  on  their  being  par- 
takers in  a  measure  which  they  bad  re- 
sisted as  strongly  as  they  could,  they 
took  a  course  which  could  not  lead  to 
the  reasonable  and  just  government  of 
Ireland.  He  would  add  his  humble 
Toice  to  those  already  raised  on  his  side 
in  urging  the  Qovernment,  even  now, 
to  pass  the  measure  as  one  applying  to 
England  only,  and  not  to  insist  on 
forcing  it  on  Ireland.  If  the  Govern- 
ment persisted  in  the  course  they  had 
adopted,  they  were  only  putting  one 
farther  argument  in  the  hands  of  their 
opponents  as  showing  that  they  were 
determined  to  proceed  in  a  course  of 
utter  disregard  to  the  representations 
of  the  Irish  people  whenever  they  sub- 
mitted them  to  that  House. 

Mr.  chance  (KUkenny,  S.)  said, 
that  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
in  introducing  this  Bill  had  hardly  given 
to  the  House  the  idea  that  he  Wda*  deal- 
ing with  a  Bill  of  any  importance.  He  in- 
troduced it  in  a  few  words,  and  even 
in  those  he  seemed  to  deal  not  only  with 
assumptions,  but  with  what  appeared  to 
be  false  arguments.  This  Bill — this 
precious  document — had  been  20  years 
batching,  and,  remembering  that  fact, 
anyone  would  have  expected  it  to  be  a 
Teiy  perfect  one  when  produced,  but 
they  had  just  heard  from  a  Scotch  Mem- 
ber that  it  would  be  absolutely  unwork- 
able without  the  introduction  of  a  new 
section  into  the  Scotch  Procedure  Act. 
He    (Mr.    Chance)    looked    upon   this 
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measure  as  one  to  compel  a  prisoner 
to  give  evidence  on  his  trial,  and  not 
only  that,  but  also  to  give  evidence  on 
preliminarly  proceedings.  Although 
under  the  law,  as  it  at  present  stood, 
a  prisoner  might  reserve  his  defence 
without  any  observation  being  made 
upon  the  fact,  in  the  future,  if  this 
Bill  became  law,  he  would  be  put  in 
the  position  that  the  magistrate  pre- 
siding at  the  hearing  of  the  charge 
against  him  might  inform  him  that  if  he 
were  an  innocent  man  it  was  his  duty  to 
go  into  the  box,  and  that  if  he  were  not 
he  could  adopt  the  protection  which  the 
law  gave  him  and  keep  out  of  the  box. 
The  result  of  this  would  be  that  they 
would  have  jurymen  prejudiced  against 
the  prisoner  in  consequence  of  what 
took  place  at  the  preliminary  examina- 
tion, and  even  before  the  trial  had  taken 
place.  The  Attorney  General  spoke  of 
hardship  occurring  under  the  present 
law.  He  told  them  of  the  case  of  two 
prisoners,  one  of  whom  was  married 
while  the  other  was  not,  but  lived  with 
a  paramour.  The  married  man  had  not 
the  benefit  of  his  wife's  evidence ;  but 
the  other  man  had  the  benefit  of  evi- 
dence given  by  his  paramour.  He  (Mr. 
Chance)  somewhat  irregularly  inter- 
rupted the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
and  somewhat  to  his  surprise  he  dis- 
covered that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  not  taken  the  trouble  to 
acquaint  himself  with  the  result  of  the 
trial.  It  seemed  to  him,  therefore,  that 
the  case  did  not  afford  an  illustration  of 
any  hardship.  There  might  have  been 
hardship  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  gone  on  to  tell  the  House  that 
the  married  man  was  convicted  and  that 
the  other  man,  who  had  the  benefit  of 
his  paramour's  evidence,  escaped.  The 
Attorney  General  then  fell  back  upon 
the  favourite  argument  of  the  Front 
Bench ;  for  he  told  them  that  the  Judges 
were  in  favour  of  this  change.  He  (Mr. 
Chance)  did  not  know  that  Judges,  in 
dealing  with  changes  of  the  law,  had 
been  celebrated  for  their  wisdom  or  the 
large-mindedness  of  their  views.  It  was 
mentioned  in  the  House  last  session 
that  Judges  were  unanimously  opposed 
to  the  alteration  of  the  law  which  would 
prevent  men  being  hanged  for  thefts  of 
goods  worth  5s.  and  upwards.  The 
Judges  then  prophecied  that  there  would 
be  an  enormous  increase  of  offences 
against  property ;  but  when,  in  face  of 
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their  opposition,  the  cruel  and  con- 
temptible law  of  that  time  was 
changed,  no  evil  results  were  known  to 
follow.  He  thought  that  in  moving  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  of  this  kind  the 
Attorney  General  might  have  found 
some  better  advocates  than  the  Judges. 
Now,  he  came  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke),  who  made 
what  he  must  undoubtedly  call  one  of 
those  able  speeches  which  were  more 
suitable  for  the  atmosphere  of  a  Court  of 
Justice  with  a  jury  in  the  box  than  for 
the  atmosphrro  of  the  ITouso  of  Com- 
mons. Curiously  cnougli,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  speech  was  the  first 
tizciniple  of  the  evil  operation  of  this  Bill, 
because  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
Henry  James)  was  ill- advised  enough 
to  get,  so  to  speak,  in  the  witnees-box 
to  defend  and  explain  his  own  position, 
and,  therefore,  he  was  pounced  uron 
by  the  Solicitor  General,  who  showed, 
to  his  own  satisfaction  and  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  Supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury  had 
damaged  his  case  and  deserved  the 
verdict  to  go  against  him.  The  Solicitor 
General  spoke  of  the  difierence  between 
the  atmosphere  of  an  English  Law 
Court  and  that  of  an  Irish  Law  Court ; 
but  tho  arguments  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  amounted  to  this — 
that  because  he  could  prophecy  that  this 
Bill  would  be  good  for  England  it 
should  therefore  be  good  for  Ireland. 
His  own  observations,  iiowever,  wore 
more  or  less  destructive  of  his  argument, 
because  he  commenced  by  assuming,  in 
his  own  favour,  an  absolute  unanimous 
opinion  in  favour  of  this  Bill.  He  should 
have  gone  on  to  show  that  the  conditions 
under  which  law  was  administered  in 
Ireland  were  the  same  as  those  under 
which  law  was  administered  in  England ; 
but  he  did  no  such  thing.  It  peemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Chance)  that  it  rested  with  the 
supporters  of  this  Bill  to  make  out  a 
case  for  it  in  Ireland  ;  but  they  totally 
ignored  that  branch  of  their  duty,  and 
they  wandered  away  into  the  most  vague 
and  extraordinary  assumptions.  It  was 
a  curious  fact  that  the  most  strenuous 
supporters  of  this  Bill  were  utterly  igno- 
rant of  the  proceedings  in  Courts  of 
Justice  in  Ireland.  If  thev  knew  as 
much  as  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  did  of 
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those  proceeding^,  their  adTOoac?  of  the 
extension  of  this  Bill  to  Ireland  wonld 
be  much  less  powerful  than  it  was.  Cer- 
tainly there  was  one  Irish  lawyer  pat 
up   to  speak  in  favour  of  this  Bill— 
namely,  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireltnd 
(Mr.  Madden),  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  knew  very  little  indeed  of 
the  administration  of  Criminal  Law  in 
Ireland ;  happily  for  himself,  up  to  the 
present  he  had  been  engaged  in  the 
serene   and   calm    atmosphere    of  the 
Equity  Courts.     He  (Mr.  Chanoe)-did 
not  think  the  hon.  and  learned  Gkntle- 
man  had  ever  defended  a  prisoner  in 
his  life ;  certainly,  he  had  never  aeted 
as  a  Crown  Prosecutor.     Therefore,  it 
seemed  that  the  evidence  in  favour  nf 
the  Bill  given  upon  the  Government 
side  of  the  House  was  notable  lor  the 
fact  that  the  Gentlemen  who  gave  that 
evidence  knew  nothing  about  the  sub- 
ject.    What  was  the  reason    for  tiiis 
new-born  zeal  for  the  administration  of 
law  in  Ireland,  and  for  the  protection  of 
Irish  prisoners  ?     During  the  whole  of 
last  Session  and  the  Session  before  the 
House  was  wearied  by  statements  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  that  prisoners  in 
Ireland  could  not  be  convicted ;  but  to- 
night ho  had  not  heard  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  of  any  case  in  which  a  pri- 
soner was  convicted  when  he  was  innocent 
of  the  crime  he  was  accused  of.    The 
attitude  had  been  to  assume  that  in 
every  case  when  a  prisoner  was  con- 
victed he  was  convicted  properly.    In 
such  circumstances  it  could  not  be  sur- 
prising that  Members  of  the  House  who 
sat  upon  the  Irish  Benches  looked  with 
a  certain  degree  of  suspicion  upon  this 
new-born  zeal  in  the  interests  of  pri- 
soners in  Ireland  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.     If  they  were  so 
zealous  and  so  desirous  of  improving 
the  administration  of  the  Criminal  Law 
in  Ireland,  he  advised  them  to  keep  the 
pledges  they  made  in  this  House,  and 
not  to  continue  under  the  stigma  of 
being  guilty  of  what  was  described  in 
the  House  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the   Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Ilarcourt)  as  a  dishonourable  breach  of 
faith.     The  administration  of  law  wonld 
be  less  unsatisfactory  if, in  the  first  place, 
there  were  appeals  from    magistrates 
who    were    not  only    removable,    but 
Executive  officers ;  and  if,  in  the  second 
place,  the  Executive  in  Ireland,  when 
they  desired  to  procure  the  oonTietion 
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of  political  opponents,  ceased  to  resort  to 
the  disgraceful  practice  of  packing  j  uries. 
Now,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Dublin  University 
(Mr.  Madden)  had  still  another  argu- 
ment. He  said  that  even  granting  that 
justice  was  not  satisfactorilj  administered 
in  Ireland,  the  right  which  this  Bill  gave 
would  be  a  protection  for  the  prisoner — 
that  it  would  be  a  weapon  which  would 
aid  in  the  execution  of  justice,  and 
tiierefore  no  one  ought  to  grumble  at 
that.  That  argument  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Ohance)  to  be  based  on  a  some- 
what ourious  fallacy.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  seemed  to  thiuk  that 
the  sharper  the  weapon,  independent  of 
the  hands  that  had  to  wield  it,  the  better 
it  was  for  the  administration  of  justice. 
That  would  be  all  very  well  if  the  people 
had  confidence  in  the  administration  of 
law  in  Ireland;  but,  not  having  that 
confidence,  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  a 
ourious  argument  that  the  sharper  the 
weapon,  and  the  more  powerful  the 
means  of  conviction  you  put  into  the 
hands  of  Grown  lawyers,  the  more  cer- 
tain it  would  be  that  justice  would  be 
done.  The  argument  was  illogical,  and 
completely  at  variance  with  the  rest  of 
the  arguments  advanced  from  the  other 
side.  He  thought  he  could  throw  a 
little  light  upon  the  real  reason  why 
Ireland  had  been  included  in  this  Bill. 
When  this  Bill  came  on  for  discussion 
late  last  Session  there  was  a  very  vigorous 
opposition  to  it  from  these  Benches,  and 
the  result  was  that  it  did  not  pass  either 
for  Ireland  or  for  England ;  and  he  had 
reason  to  suppose  last  year  that  the 
punishment  which  would  be  inflicted  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  their 
action  would  be  to  insist,  in  spite  of  any 
argument  adduced  in  this  House,  that 
this  Bill  should  operate  in  Ireland  as 
well  as  in  England.  That  was  the  real 
or  one  of  the  real  reasons  of  the  per-' 
sistence  of  the  Government  in  forcing 
this  Bill  down  their  throats.  The  second 
reason  was  that,  in  accordance  with  the 
policy  which  was  now  fashionable  on 
the  Benches  opposite,  the  Government 
desired  to  give  the  Irish  Members  a 
snub.  He  passed  from  that,  however, 
because  it  was  not  worthy  of  very  oon- 
nderable  mention;  but  the  last  and 
gravest  reason  was  the  desire  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that  men  of  the  type  of  Cecil 
Boohe  and  other  gentlemen  who  wielded 
indidal    powers    in    Ireland,    should 


have  an  opportunity  of  proving  their 
zeal  for  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order  by  cross-examining  and  torturing 
prisoners,  by  commenting  in  severe 
language  upon  their  refusal  to  criminate 
themselves,  or  upon  their  refusal  to 
subject  themselves  and  their  evidence  to 
the  strongest  observations  on  the  part  of 
Crown  lawyers.  What  would  be  the 
benefit  to  a  prisoner  in  Ireland  of  any 
evidence  given  by  him  ?  It  was  obvious 
that  if  the  prisoner  went  into  the  wit- 
ness-box his  evidence  would  be  divided 
into  two  parts— the  first  part  would  be 
the  evidence  in  his  own  favour,  and  as 
to  that  there  would  be  an  arg:ument  of 
undeniable  weight  and  force  used  against 
him.  The  Crown  would  say,  and  say 
with  great  force  and  truth,  that  where 
a  man  was  on  his  trial,  the  result  of 
which  might  be  that  he  would  be  im- 
prisoned for  10,  15,  or  20  years,  or,  per- 
haps, for  life,  he  had  the  very  strongest 
possible  interest  in  making  out  the  best 
case  he  could ;  and  they  would  say  that, 
under  such  conditions,  the  sanctity  of 
an  oath  could  not  weigh  very  much 
with  him ;  that  he  had  most  overpower- 
ing reasons  for  perjuring  himself,  and 
therefore  anything  said  in  his  own 
favour  must  be  pooh-poohed,  and  must 
not  be  considered  by  the  jury.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  most  trivial  par- 
ticular in  which  the  prisoner  disagreed 
from  his  own  witnesses  would  be  given 
enormous  significance  to  discredit  them, 
the  Crown  officials  would  say — **This 
is  a  man  who  has  the  greatest  interest  in 
procuring  his  own  acquittal,  and  he  is  a 
man  who  must  know  the  facts  of  the 
case."  For  these  reasons,  stated  as 
briefly  as  he  could  state  them,  he  cer- 
tainly strongly  protested  against  this 
Bill  being  applied  to  Ireland,  but 
even  though  Her  Majesty *s  Govern- 
ment might  not  be  inclined  to  admit 
the  validity  of  these  reasons,  he  thought 
it  would  be  but  a  very  small  con- 
cession on  their  part  to  let  this  Bill 
have  a  fair  trial  in  England  before  ap- 
plying it  to  Ireland.  In  spite  of  all 
prophecies  the  Bill  might  not  be  quite 
successful,  and  it  was  only  a  reasonable 
thing  that  this  new  medicine  should  be 
tried  in  the  country  where  there  was 
some  confidence  in  the  administration 
of  the  law  and  the  constitution  had 
strength  to  bear  the  experiment  even 
if  unsuccessful,  leaving  it  to  be  exten- 
ded   hereafter  to  a  country  in   which 
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there  was  not   sucli  confidence,  if   its 
operation  proved  beneficial. 

Mr.  PAENELL  (Cork) :  Mr.  Speaker 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Siirrn)  (Strand, 
"Westminster")  said,  he  considered  the 
subject  had  been  now  sufEoiently  dis- 
cussed, and  that  it  must  be  generally 
felt  that  the  time  had  now  arrived  when 
ho  was  justified  in  claiming  the  right  to 
move  that  "  the  Question  be  now  put." 

Question  put  accordingly,  '*  That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  160;  Noes 
111:  Majority  49.— (Div.  List,  No.  50.) 

Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  I  beg.  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  submit  to  you  a  question  on 
a  point  of  Order.  I  submit,  Sir,  that 
under  the  Rule,  while  you  are  able  and 
compelled  to  put  the  Question  regarding 
the  Amendment  which  is  now  under  dis- 
cussion, and  which  you  have  put  without 
permitting  any  further  discussion  on 
that  Question,  yet  that  when  the  time 
comes  for  you  to  put  the  Question  upon 
the  Original  Question — that  is,  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time— it  is 
within  your  competency  to  allow  further 
discussion  if  y'ou  should  think  fit,  upon 
that  Question,  and  I  wish  to  give  you 
Notice  that  I  shall  claim  the  right,  sub- 
ject to  your  permission,  to  discuss  the 
Question  when  you  put  the  Main  Ques- 
tion. 

[No  reply.] 

Question  put,  **That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  178  ;  Noes 
119  :  Majority  64. 

AYES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Aggf- Gardner,  J.  T. 
Ambrose,  AV. 
Amherst,  AV.  A.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlctt,  E. 
Laird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Barry,  A.  H.  iSmith- 
Bartlov,  G.  C.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Beach,  rif^ht  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beaumont,  H.  F. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Bentinck.  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Bethell,  Commander  G. 


Bigwood,  J. 
Birk})cck,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,  Col.  H.  B.  II. 
Bond,  G.  H. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Bruce,  Lord  II. 
Burdett-Coutts,  W.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
Carmarthen,  Marq.  of 
Charrington,  S. 
Clarke,  Sir  E.  G. 
Coghill,  D.  H. 
Corry,  Sir  J.  P. 


Cotton,  Oapt.  E.  T.  D. 
Cross,  II.  S. 
CroBsman,  Gen.  Sir  W. 
Darling,  C.  J. 
Davenport,  H.  T. 
Dawnay,  Col.  hn.  L.  P. 
DeLi8le,E.J.L.M.P. 
Do  Worms,  Baron  II. 
Dimsdalo,  Baron  R. 
Dixon-Hartland,  F.  D. 
Dorington,  Sir  J.  E. 
Duncan,  Colonel  F. 
Dyko,rt.hn.SirW.H. 
Edwards-Moss,  T.  C. 
Es^crton,  hon.  A.  de  T. 
Elcho,  Lord 
Elliot,  hon.  A.  R.  D. 
Elliot,  hon.  H.  F.  H. 
Ellis,  Sir  J.  W. 
Ewart,  Sir  W. 
E\Te,  Colonel  H. 
Farquharson,  II.  R. 
FoUowcs,  A.  E. 
Fergusson,  right  hon. 

Sir  J. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Finlav.  R.  B. 
Fitzgerald,  R.  U.  P. 
Fitz  -  Wygram,    Gen. 

Sir  F.  SV. 
Folkestone,  right  hon. 

Visconnt 
Forwood,  A.  B. 
Fowler.  Sir  R.  N. 
Eraser,  General  C.  C. 
Fulton,  J.  F. 
Gathomo-Hardy,  hon. 

A.  E. 
Gedge,  S. 
Gilliat,  J.  S. 
Godson,  A.  F. 
Goldsworthy,    Major- 

General  W.  T. 
Gorst,  Sir  J.  E. 
Goschen,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
Granbv,  l^Iarquess  of 
Gray,  C.  W. 
Grimston,  Viscount 
Grotrian,  F.  B. 
Hamilton,  right  hon. 

Lord  G.  F. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 
Hamilton,  Col.  C.  E. 
Uamley,Gen.  Sir  E.  B. 
Hanbury,  R.  W. 
Hankey,  F.  A. 
Hastings,  G.  W. 
lleathcoto,  Capt.  J.  II. 

Edwards- 
Heaton,  J.  H. 
Herbert,  hon.  S. 
Hervey,  Lord  F. 
Hill,  right  hon.  liord 

A.  W. 
Hoare,  E.  B. 
Hoare,  S. 
Holloway,  G. 
Howard,  J. 
Hozier,  J.  H.  C. 
Hubbard,  hon.  E. 
Hughes,  Colonel  E. 
Hughes  -  Hallett,  Col. 

F.  C. 


Hant,  F.  S. 
Jackson,  W.  L. 
JarWa,  A.  W. 
Johnston,  W. 
Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 
Ker,  R.  W.  B. 
Kerans,  F.  H. 
King,  H.  S. 
Knowles,  L. 
Lafone,  A. 
Lamboit,  C. 
Lawrence,  W.  P. 
Leos,  E. 
L^h,  T.  W. 
Lonnox,  Lord  W.  C. 

Gordon- 
Lewisham,  right  hoB. 

Yiscount 
Llewellyn,  E.  H. 
Long,  W.  H. 
Low,  M. 

Macartney, W.  G.  E. 
Macdonald,  right  h<nu 

J.  H.  A. 
Maclean,  P.  W. 
Maclure,  J.  W. 
M*Calmont,  Captain  J. 
Maddon,  D.  H. 
Malcolm,  Col.  J.  W. 
Mallock,  R. 
Maple,  J.  B. 
Marriott,  rt.hn.W.T. 
Maskelyne,  M.  H.  K. 

Story- 
I^IatthewB,  rt.  hn.  H. 
Mattinson,  M.  W. 
Maxwell,  Sir  H.  E. 
Mills,  hon.  C.  W. 
Milvain,  T. 
Morrison,  W. 
Moss,  R. 
Mount,  W.  G. 
Mulholland,  H.  L. 
Newark,  Yiscoiint 
Noble,  W. 
Norris,  E.  8. 
Norton,  R. 
O'Neill,  hon.  R,  T. 
Parker,  hon.  P. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pearce.  Sir  W. 
Plunket,rt.hon.  B.  K. 
Powell,  P.  8. 
Ritchie,  rt.  hon.  G.  T. 
Robertson,  J.  P.  B. 
Robinson,  B. 
Royden,  T.  B. 
Russell,  Sir  G. 
Russell,  T.  W. 
Salt,  T. 

Saunderson,  Col.  £.  J. 
Selwj-n,  Capt.  C.  W. 
Shaw.Stewart,M.H. 
Sidebotham,  J.  W. 
Sidebottom,  W. 
Sinclair,  W.  P. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H- 
Smith,  A. 
Stanley,  E.  J. 
Talbot,  J.  G. 
Tavlor,  F. 
Temple,  Sir  R. 
Tollezaaohe,  H.  J. 
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Sir  H.  W. 

r,  Colonel  T. 

,J. 

r,  Sir  R.  E. 

J.  B. 

r,  Yiscoant 


Wortley,  C.  B.  Stuart- 
Yerburgh,  R.  A. 

tellehs. 
Douglas,  A.  Akers- 
Walrond,  Col.  W.  H. 


NOES. 

A.  H.  D.  Kenny,  J.  E. 

R.  A.  KUbride.  D. 

>n,  C.  H.  Lalor,  R. 

A.  Lawson,  Sir  W. 

y-Jones,  L.  Leaby,  J. 

J.  Lewis,  T.  P. 
,  rt.  hon.  J.  B.     Lockwood,  F. 
ine,  W  H.W.       M'Donald,  P. 

r,  W.  B.  M*Laren,  W.  S.  B. 

J.  IVIahony,  P. 

mt,  W.  B.  Mayne,  T. 

J.  C.  Morley,  right  hon.  J. 

igh,  C.  Morley,  A. 

W.  L.  Mundella,  rt.  hn.  A.  J. 

A.  L.  Murphy,  W.  M. 

r,  J.  T.  Neville,  R. 

'.  Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 

U,  J.  Nolan,  J. 

n,  J.  M.  OBrien,  J.  F.  X. 

jll,n.  O'Brien,  P.  J. 

I,  R.  K.  O'Brien,  W. 

,  P.  A.  O'Connor,  A. 

J.  J.  O'Connor,  J. 

3r.  G.  B.  O'Hea,  P. 

ge,  hon.  B.  O'KoUy,  J. 

,  T.  J.  ParaeU,  C.  S. 

r,  M.  Paulton,  J.  M. 

W.  J.  Pease,  A.  E. 

n,  H.  Provand,  A.  D. 

,  R.  Pyne,  J.  D. 
Hardy,  H.  II.      Quinn,  T. 

D.  Redmond,  \V.  n.  K. 

y,  E.  Roberts,  J.  B. 

J.  Roberts,  J. 

J.  Rowlands,  J. 

1,  L.  L.  Rowntree,  J. 

Russell,  Sir  C. 

\  E.  Samuelson,  G.  B. 

k,  C.  Sheehan,  J.  D. 

le,  J.  Spencer,  hon.  C.  R. 

I.  F.  B.  Stack,  J. 

,  C.  Stewart,  H. 

J.  C.  SulUvan,  D. 

P.  J.  Sutherland,  A. 

r.  J.  F.  Swinburne,  Sir  J. 

Tanner,  C.  K. 

G.  P.  Thomas,  D.  A. 

y,  J.  Trevelyan,  right  hon. 

P.  Sir  G.  O. 

r,  E.  T.  Tuite,  J. 

5ir  E.  Warmington,  C.  M. 

e,  R.  B.  Wayman,  T. 
rt,  rt.hon.  Sir    Will,  J.  S. 

\.  V.  V.  Williamson,  S. 

M.  Wilson,  H.  J. 

0.  Seale-  Winter botham,  A.  B. 

M.  Woodhead,  J. 

T.  M.  Wright,  C. 

,  W.  A.  TELLEHS. 

J.  Biggar,  J.  G. 

ly,  E.  J.  Carew,  J.  L. 
C.  8. 

n  Questioa,  '^  That  the  Bill  be  read 
ird  time/*  put. 


Mr.  PABNELL  (Cork) :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  in  view  of  the 
decision  whioh  the  House  has  just  come 
to — that  the  Bill  shall  apply  to  Ireland 
— upon  the  general  application  of  the 
measure,  but  more  especially  upon  its 
application  to  Ireland,  and  in  doing  so  I 
shall  endeavour  to  keep  myself  strictly 
within  the  Order  of  the  Eules  of  the 
House  and  to  refrain  from  discussing 
even  incidentally  any  matter  which 
would  be  more  properly  discussed  upon 
the  Amendment  which  the  House  has 
just  decided  upon  adversely  to  our  views 
and  to  our  wishes.  But  perhaps,  Sir, 
you  will  allow  me  to  say  generally  that 
I  greatly  regret  that  I  did  not  have  an 
opportunity  of  speaking  upon  that 
Amendment.  I  was  a  Member  of  the 
Grand  Committee  which,  in  1884,  sat 
upon  a  measure  of  a  similar  character  to 
this.  It  is  a  question  that  I  have  always 
taken  a  great  deal  of  interest  in,  and 
there  are  several  special  reasons  on  ac- 
count of  which  I  think  I  might  have 
been  afforded  an  opportunity  of  speak- 
ing  my  views  upon  the  immediate  ques- 
tion whioh  was  then  under  discussion  of 
the  application  of  this  measure  to  Ire- 
land. However,  Sir,  that  is  a  matter 
which  has  been  decided  upon  by  the 
House.  It  is  past  and  gone,  and  I  will 
only  say  regarding  it,  that  I  trust  that 
when  the  Bill  gets  into  Committee  the 
Government  may  see  fit  to  re-consider 
their  decision,  which  may,  perhaps,  have 
been  rather  hastily  arrived  at  to-night 
without  full  consideration  of  all  the 
various  aspects  of  the  question,  and  that 
they  may  be  led,  as  the  result  of  the  re- 
consideration, to  treat  the  Bill  as  a 
purely  English  measure,  and  as  one  in 
which  we  consequently  need  not  take 
that  interest  which  wo  are  so  unfortu- 
nately compelled  to  take  in  many  mea- 
sures which  are  brought  forward  by  the 
Government,  and  proposed  to  be  ex- 
tended to  Ireland.  I  had  hoped  and 
was  most  desirous  that  the  pledge  the 
Government  gave  at  the  commencement 
of  this  Session,  that  this  was  to  be  a 
British  Session,  should  be  kept,  and  I 
think  it  is  most  unfortunate  that,  ex- 
cept in  a  case  of  absolute  and  urgent 
necessity,  such  as  the  measure  brought 
forward  yesterday,  and  which,  if  it  were 
agreed  to,  we  should  not  have  trespassed 
on  the  Government  for  any  facilities 
whatever  in  getting  through  its  Com- 
mittee stage.  I  have  been  most  anxious 
that  this  Session  should  bo  a  Session  of 
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incredible  principles  of  English  law, 
and  when  this  Bill  was  passed  the 
country  would  wonder  that  that  super- 
stition had  continued  so  long.  The 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  that  the  mouth 
of  a  prisoner  should  no  longer  be  shut, 
but  that  he  should  have  an  opportunity 
—he  did  not  say  should  be  compelled, 
for  he  did  not  know  how  they  could 
compel  a  man  to  speak,  as  they  did  not 
apply  the  torture  now-a-days— of  giving 
his  own  version  of  the  circumstances 
which  had  led  to  his  prosecution  ;  that, 
in  fact,  he  should  bo  invited  to  speak. 
But  he  doubted  whether  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  was  put  before  the  House  in  a 
right  form.  He  had  had  great  experience 
in  dealing  with  the  system  under  which 
prisoners  were  examined,  and  his  own 
impression  was  that  the  form  in  which 
the  Bill  was  put  before  the  House  now, 
and  had  been  put  before  the  House  on 
previous  occasions  as  applicable  to  Eng- 
land, was  not  the  right  form.  He  dis- 
sented from  the  view  that  they  could  not 
put  before  a  Court  of  Law  evidence 
which  was  not  sworn.  The  examination 
of  a  prisoner  should  bo  a  judicial  exami- 
nation of  an  accused  person  and  not 
the  examination  of  a  witness.  That  was 
the  law  which  prevailed  in  all  countries 
except  England  and  the  United  States 
of  America,  which  drew  their  law  from 
English  law.  It  was  the  case  in 
Scotland.  It  was  proposed  to  apply  the 
Bill  to  Scotland,  but  it  seemed  to  him 
that  it  would  be  very  difficult  to  do  so 
in  its  present  form,  because  they  already 
had  an  examination  of  an  accused  per- 
son in  Scotland.  In  Scotland  they  had 
never  shut  the  mouth  of  an  accused 
person,  but,  on  the  contrary,  had  al- 
ways invited  him  to  make  a  statement 
or  a  declaration.  The  first  thing  which 
happened  when  an  accused  person  was 
brought  before  a  Justice  in  Scotland 
was  his  being  invited  to  make,  what 
they  called,  a  declaration,  and  this  form 
constituted  nothing  more  nor  loss  than 
a  judicial  examination  of  that  accused 
person.  He  had  also  had  some  expe- 
rience of  the  working  of  this  principle  of 
law  in  India.  In  that  country  they  had 
the  advantage,  not  of  an  antiquated  law 
such  as  prevailed  in  England,  but  of  the 
most  modern  law  made  by  the  most 
modern  Jurists,  and  what  were  the  pro- 
visions of  this  Code  in  regard  to  the 
matter  under  discussion.  Why,  in  this 
Code  they  had  nothing  of  the  nature  of 
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the  accused  person  appearing  as  a  wit- 
ness, but  they  bad  a  judioial  examination 
of  an  accused  person.  That  was  the  law 
of  India  and  that  was  the  law  of  Europe, 
including  Scotland,  and  it  aeemed  to  him 
that  it  was  the  law  of  all  countries  that 
were  not  prejudiced  by  English  law.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  if  they  adopted  this 
system  of  determining  by  law  that  a 
man's  mouth  should  only  be  open  when 
he  appeared  as  a  witness  on  oath  in  a 
case,  they  would  be  involving  themselves 
in  a  very  great  difficulty.  They  might 
make  provision  by  law,  in  the  manner 
proposed  by  the  junior  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Bradlaugh),  to  pre- 
vent the  refusal  or  the  assent  of  an  ao- 
cused  person  to  g^ye  eyidence  being 
cited  in  the  case  against  him.  After  all, 
that  might  be  the  law,  but  they  could 
not  prevent  the  minds  of  the  jury  being 
influenced,  as  they  would  be  reasonably 
influenced,  by  the  fact  that  an  accused 
person  had  not  come  forward  to  give  his 
own  statement  of  the  case.  That  being 
the  case,  it  seemed  to  him  that  a  pri- 
soner would  be  practically  forced  to 
make  a  statement,  and  it  appeared  to 
him  (Sir  George  Campbell)  that  it  would 
bo  very  right  that  so  much  compulsion 
should  be  applied.  It  was  right  in 
the  interest  of  the  innocent  and  the 
guilty  alike  that  a  certain  moral  com- 
pulsion should  be  exercised  upon  the 
accused  in  order  to  got  them  to  make 
statements  and  say  what  was  their  ac- 
count of  the  matter;  but  it  seemed  to 
him,  to  be  placing  a  man  in  a  Tery 
peculiar  position  to  insist  upon  his  taking 
an  oath.  It  was  all  very  well  to  do  so, 
perhaps,  and  to  adopt  the  existing  system 
in  cases  of  secondary  degree ;  but  when 
they  came  to  cases  such  as  murder,  be 
asked,  was  it  right  or  fair  that  they 
should  drivo  a  man  to  come  forward  and 
say  upon  oath  whether  he  had  committed 
the  crime  or  not  ?  That  would  operate 
as  an  irresistible  temptation  to  a  man 
guilt}'  of  murder  to  add  to  the  peril  in 
which  he  stood  as  to  his  life,  peril  to  his 
soul,  by  perjury.  The  kind  of  judicial 
examination  he  referred  to  would  be 
more  efficacious  in  getting  out  the  truth 
than  any  forcing  of  a  man  to  make  a 
statement  on  oath.  He  thought  some 
matters  would  have  to  be  settled  in 
regard  to  the  Bill.  At  present,  apart 
from  the  giving  of  evidence  on  oath,  it 
was  doubtful  whether  or  not  a  prisoner 
could  make  a  statement  in  his  own  do- 


!2l 


Criminal 


{Mauch  22,  1888} 


Evidence  Bill. 


122 


fence.  The  practice  of  English  Judges 
varied  very  much  in  that  respect,  some 
Judges  permitting  it  and  others  refusing 
to  do  BO.  It  was  desirable  that  that 
question  should  be  settled,  and,  for  his 
own  part,  he  was  anxious  to  see  it 
settled  in  the  direction  of  allowing  a 
prisoner  to  make  a  statement  in  his  own 
defence.  He  thought  that  the  Bill 
should  be  read  a  seoond  time,  but  that 
it  should  be  considerably  modified,  and 
perhaps  it  might  be  so  modified. 

Sir  WILLIA.M  EWAET  (Belfast, 
N.)  said,  that  the  right  hon.  G-entle- 
man  the  Member  for  Newcastle  (Mr.  John 
Morley)  and  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman  the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
Henry  James)  had  assumed  too  much  that 
Irish  opinion  was  in  favour  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healy).  On 
the  contrary,  he  (Sir  William  Ewart)  had 
no  doubt  that  the  overwhelming  majority 
of  the  people  of  Ireland  would  hail  with 
pleasure  the  passing  of  this  measure. 
What  was  this  Bill  ?  It  was  simply  a 
Bill  enabling  a  prisoner  to  give  evi- 
dence, if  he  wished,  and  enabling  a  hus- 
band or  wife  to  give  evidence  in  a  case 
against  the  other.  He  confessed  that 
he  had  heard  with  some  surprise  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
just  sat  down.  After  this  question  had 
been  so  thoroughly  thrashed  out,  and 
public  opinion  had  been  so  fully  formed 
upon  it,  he  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  very  bold  in  coming  forward  practi- 
cally to  offer  it  opposition,  and  especially 
when  he  himself  had  said  that  there  was 
really  no  difference  of  opinion  as  to  the 
passing  of  the  measure  for  the  United 
Kingdom.  No  case  had  been  made  out, 
to  his  (Sir  William  E wart's)  mind,  for 
excluding  Ireland  from  the  operations 
of  the  Bill.  The  opposition  had  entirely 
failed ;  indeed  the  reasons  given  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Longford 
were  altogether  in  favour  of  the  Bill. 
If  the  Irish  Judges  were  corrupt — 
which  he  indignantly  denied — it  was  all 
the  more  important  and  needful  that 
it  should  be  in  the  power  of  the  accused 
to  clear  himself.  He  was,  as  far  as 
possible,  in  favour  of  equal  laws  for  all 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  on 
every  occasion,  as  far  as  possible,  he 
■hoold  give  his  support  to  equal  laws. 
On  the  present  occasion  he  had  much 
pleasure  in  supporting  the  application  of 


the  Bill  to  the   whole    of  the  United 
Kingdom. 

Mr.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S. )  said,  he  felt 
bound,  on  behalf  of  the  constituency  that 
he  had  the  honour  to  represent,  to  enter 
his  protest  against  this  Bill.  He  believed 
that  it  contained  a  very  dangerous 
principle.  He  was  against  the  principle 
of  the  Bill  altogether,  but  he  was  especi- 
ally against  it  on  account  of  the  pro- 
posal to  extend  it  to  Ireland.  He 
thought  the  Bill  a  mistake,  and  it 
seemed  to  him,  in  his  humble  judg- 
ment, a  rather  curious  thing  that  the 
producers  and  the  supporters  of  it  during 
the  whole  course  of  the  debate,  though 
it  was  a  Bill  proposing  to  introduce  into 
English  law  a  principle  accepted  else- 
where, say  in  France,  had  never  pro- 
duced an^^ thing  like  an  array  of  testi- 
mony to  show  from  experience  that  the 
principle  was  one  which  worked  to  the 
approval  of  the  lawyers  of  France  or 
other  countries.  In  his  opinion,  and  he 
thought  this  would  be  borne  out  by 
everyone  who  had  followed  even  recently 
the  course  of  certain  trials  in  France, 
the  principle  of  this  Bill  was  one  which, 
at  any  rate  in  France,  had  not  been  an 
unmixed  good.  The  principle  they  were 
about  to  give  up,  that  of  excluding  a 
prisoner  from  making  a  statement  or 
submitting  himself  to  cross-examination, 
had,  no  doubt,  a  great  many  drawbacks. 
He  should  like  to  know  any  human 
principle  that  had  not;  but  had  the 
principle  they  were  proposing  to  intro- 
duce no  drawbacks  ?  He  held  that  it 
had,  and  very  decided  ones.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  principle  of  making  the 
Judge  a  seeker  out  of  evidence,  and  an 
examiner  of  a  prisoner  as  a  witness  in  a 
case,  was  one  which  would  interfere 
very  seriously  with  that  judicial  and 
impartial  frame  of  mind  which  had  so 
distinguished  the  English  Judges.  That 
judicial  and  impartial  frame  of  mind  had 
raised  the  English  Judges  above  the 
Judges  of  any  other  country  in  the 
world.  The  English  Judges  remained 
in  a  higher  atmosphere,  and,  if  they 
were  asked  to  step  down  from  that 
higher  atmosphere  and  to  examine 
prisoners,  the  effect  would  be  to  interfere 
with  that  judicial  frame  of  mind  which 
had  always  characterized  them.  Look 
at  any  trial  in  France — at  the  Franzini 
trial  for  instance.  He  (Mr.  T.  P.  Gill) 
had  read  the  manner  in  which  the  Judge 
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at  that  trial  examined  and  cross- 
examined  and  bullied  and  threatened 
that  prisoner.  It  was  the  most  scan- 
dalous thing  that  ever  occurred.  The 
Judge  taunted  the  man  with  keeping 
back  the  truth.  He  said — **You  were 
cruel  to  your  mother,  why  should  you 
not  be  cruel  to  your  mistress  ?"  and  so 
on.  Then  look  at  the  still  more  recent 
case,  the  Vignor  affair,  in  connection 
with  the  trial  of  M.  Wilson.  They 
had  there  the  Judge  d' Instruction,  who 
entertained  at  dinner  one  of  the  de- 
fendants in  the  case.  Ho  gave  the  man 
a  rich  dinner,  and  plied  him  with  wine, 
and  over  the  walnuts  and  the  wine  he 
succeeded  in  extracting  damaging  infor- 
mation from  him,  and  after  that  he 
talked  over  the  telephone  wire  with 
another  of  the  defendants,  changing  his 
voice  and  pretending  he  was  M.  Wilson. 
Why  did  he  do  that?  Why,  because 
in  France  the  constant  effect  of  this 
system  on  the  judicial  frame  of  mind 
had  been  to  transform  the  Judge  more 
or  less  into  a  seeker  out  of  evidence  and 
a  runner  down  of  the  prisoner.  The 
glory  of  a  Judge  in  France  consisted, 
just  as  much  as  if  he  were  a  Crown 
Prosecutor  in  bringing  a  prisoner  to 
conviction.  That  Judge  had  carried  the 
thing  so  far  that  it  became  n  public 
scandal,  and  he  was  dismissed  from  his 
ofHoe.  That  was  only  a  few  weeks  ago, 
but  let  them  take  any  trial  that  occurred 
in  France,  and  they  would  find  that  a 
Judge  in  France  behaved  on  the  Beneh 
in  the  manner  in  which  he  examined  a 
prisoner  and  ran  him  down,  in  a  way 
which  would  be  shocking  to  the  senti- 
ments which  had  grown  up  in  England 
with  regard  to  the  course  of  law.  He 
(Mr.  T.  r.  Gill)  further  said  that  the 
principle  was  a  dangerous  one,  though 
they  were  rushing  upon  it  with  a  light 
heart.  The  House  seemed  to  be  taking 
for  granted  that  it  was  all  very  fine. 
Ho  had  no  doubt  that  there  was  a  great 
deal  to  be  said  for  it,  and  that  there 
were  a  great  many  cases  in  which  jus- 
lice  would  benefit  by  having  this  prin- 
ciple in  force,  but  he  thought  that  the 
cases  in  which  it  would  do  an  injury  to 
the  cause  of  justice,  and  create  almost  a 
scandal,  would  bo  more  numerous  still. 
lie  did  not  think  the  House  had  pro- 
perly weighed  the  pros  and  cons  of  the 
case.  That  being  so  as  to  the  principle 
generally,  how  much  more  were  the 
Members  for  Ireland  justified  in  oppo- 
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sing  the  application  of  such  a  principle 
to  Ireland.  The  Judges  in  England, 
and  the  Crown  Prosecutors  in  England, 
as  had  been  universally  conceded,  lived 
in  a  higher  atmosphere,  in  a  more  im- 
partial, a  more  calm,  and  a  more  just 
atmosphere  than  the  Judges  and  Grown 
Prosecutors  in  Ireland ;  and  if  this  prac- 
tice of  allowing  a  Judge  to  cross- 
examine  a  prisoner,  and  to  sift  his  evi- 
dence, were  injurious  in  the  case  of  men 
who  were  entirely  impartial  and  lived 
in  an  impartial  atmosphere,  what  would 
be  tho  effect  in  Ireland  on  Judges  who 
were  simply  fresh  from  being  Grown 
Prosecutors  and  reeking  with  an  atmos- 
phere like  that  of  Green  Street?  He 
knew  a  case  where  a  man  was  tried  for 
his  life— the  Gould  case.  The  Grown 
Prosecutor  did  his  best  to  get  Gbuld 
convicted.  He  made  a  most  eloquent  de- 
nunciation of  the  prisoner  on  his  first 
trial.  The  prisoner  came  up  for  trial  a 
second  time,  and  the  Grown  Prose- 
cutor, who  prosecuted  him  on  the 
first  trial,  was  sitting  on  the  Bench 
in  the  case  of  the  second  trial. 
Fancy  a  case  like  that.  In  Ire- 
land they  had  such  jobbery  and  parti- 
zanship  in  connection  with  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  law  that  even  a  Judge 
failed  to  see  any  impropriety  in  sitting 
on  the  Bench  and  trying  a  prisoner  on  a 
second  trial  whom  he  had  himself  pro- 
secuted on  his  first  trial.  Gould  such  a 
thing  occur  in  England  ?  He  ventured 
to  say  that  no  one  could  get  up  and  con- 
tend that  it  could.  To  say  that  thej 
were  introducing  on  equal  terms  a 
principle  such  as  that  contained  in  the 
Bill  into  England  and  Ireland  waste 
make  a  most  monstrous  and  unjustifiable 
assertion.  The  whole  course  of  feeling 
in  Courts  of  Justice  in  Ireland  was  that 
both  the  Judge  on  tho  Bench — this 
might  be  an  injustice  to  a  great  many 
of  tho  Judges  in  Ireland,  but  let  that  be 
as  it  might — the  feeling  was  that  both 
the  Judges  on  the  Bench  and  the  Grown 
Prosecutors  were  excessively  anxious 
to  obtain  convictions.  The  belief  in  the 
popular  mind  was  that  when  a  man  was 
unfortunate  enough  to  get  into  the  Dock 
there  under  any  circumstance  whatever, 
the  only  person  not  bent  on  running  the 
prisoner  to  earth  was  the  counsel  engaged 
in  liis  defence.  In  this  country  he  be- 
lieved that  a  Grown  Prosecutor  would 
occasionally  give  up  his  brief  when  he 
was  convinced  that  a  prisoner  was  iiuiQ- 


125 


Criminal 


(Mabch  22,  1888} 


Evidence  Bill. 


126 


cent.  [**No,  no!"]  Well,  some  hon. 
Member  said  that.  L*'No,no!"]  Well, 
someone  had  said  the  converse  of  that 
at  any  rate,  that  was  to  say,  that  the 
couDBel  for  a  guilty  person  would  some- 
times g^ves  up  his  brief  when  he  thought 
the  prisoner  guilty,  and  it  was  only 
fair  to  assume  that  where  an  opposing 
advocate  thought  a  person  innocent  he 
would  also  be  moved  to  throw  up  his 
brief.  They  might,  however,  live  till 
doomsday  before  they  would  see  such  a 
thing  as  that  occur  in  Ireland.  As  had 
been  stated  in  a  newspaper  article  not 
long  ago,  the  whole  purpose  of  an  Irish 
Crown  Prosecutor  was  to  get  a  verdict, 
hook  or  by  crook.  The  gentlemen  on 
the  Bench  in  Ireland  were  gentlemen 
who  had  stepped  up  from  the  position  of 
Grown  Prosecutor  to  that  of  Judge,  and, 
that  being  so,  it  appeared  to  him  that 
a  case  of  irresistible  force  had  been 
made  out  against  the  introduction  of  the 

Erinciple  contained  in  the  Bill  in  Ire- 
md.  He  thought  it  an  unwise  prin- 
ciple, and  one  the  advantages  of  which 
would  not  come  near  to  overpowering 
its  disadvantages.  In  the  case  of  Ire- 
land there  was  no  reason  whatsoever 
why  this  principle  should  be  thrust  down 
the  throats  of  the  Irish  people  against  the 
wishes  of  the  vast  majority  of  their  Ee- 
presentatives.  Goodness  only  knew  that 
they  had  had  instances  enough  in  whioh 
the  inequalities  existing  between  the 
two  countries  had  been  exemplified  of 
late,  and  it  appeared  to  him  that  the 
House  of  Oommons  was  making  itself 
absolutely  grotesque  by  those  contra- 
dictions. There  had  been  three  measures 
introduced  into  the  House  of  Oommons 
within  the  space  of  some  months.  One 
of  these  proposed  to  make  a  tremen- 
dous change  in  the  law  of  Ireland,  but 
it  did  not  propose  to  apply  the  same 
change  to  England.  Another  of  these 
measures  proposed  to  make  a  radical 
extension  of  liberty  in  England  and  not 
to  extend  it  to  Ireland ;  and  now  the 
Government  brought  forward  a  proposal 
which  they  said  was  good  for  England 
and  they  gratuitously  proposed  to  extend 
it  to  Ireland,  although  tho  Irish  Mem- 
bers entreated  them  with  all  the  warmth 
they  could  command  not  to  do  so.  In 
spite  of  the  wishes  of  the  Irish  people 
the  measure  was  to  be  thrust  down  their 
throats.  He  thought  that  the  most  pre- 
judioed  mind  in  the  House  would  agree 
that  there  was  a  (pross  disregard  of  popu- 


lar opinion  in  Ireland  in  this  House 
when  it  sought  so  to  legislate.  He  should 
hopo  that  the  protest  the  Irish  Members 
had  made  to-night  would  have  some 
effect  on  the  Government,  though  he  was 
afraid  he  was  much  too  sanguine  in  en- 
tertaining such  a  view.  At  any  rate, 
disregarded  as  his  opinion  might  be  on 
the  question,  he  had  felt  it  to  bo  his 
duty,  and  he  distinctly  agreed  with  all 
his  Colleagues  in  giving  a  most  deter- 
mined opposition  to  the  application  of 
this  Bill  to  Ireland. 

OoLOxVEL  WAEING  (Down,  N.)  said, 
that  the  argument  of  the  depravity  of 
the  French  Courts  did  not  apply  in  the 
smallest  degree  to  the  present  case, 
because  it  was  not  proposed  to  put  in 
the  power  of  any  Judge  to  cross- 
examine  a  prisoner  under  any  circum- 
stances whatever.  He  rose  principally 
to  protest  against  tho  universal  assump- 
tion of  hon.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  t^  speak  for  the  people  of 
Ireland.  It  was  enough  for  them  to 
express  the  opinion  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  on  the  question  of  Home  Eule 
when  they  had  taken  steps  to  consult 
them  on  the  matter  under  discussion; 
but  even  then  he  ventured  to  think 
the  Gentlemen  who  were  notoriously 
nominated  by  a  committee  —  whioh, 
though  it  might  be  either  small  or 
large,  was  not  the  constituency  of 
Ireland  —  had  no  right  to  assume  to 
speak  in  the  name  of  the  entire  people. 
He  would  not  venture  to  speak  for  the 
portion  of  Ireland  which  he  had  tho 
honour  to  represent,  because  he  had  not 
evolved  out  of  his  own  inner  conscious- 
ness what  their  opinion  would  be.  He 
did  not  assumo  to  have  the  gift  of 
prophecy,  as  hon.  Members  opposite 
did ;  but  he  believed  if  the  question 
were  put  before  them  they  would  one 
and  all  be  decidedly  in  favour  of  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  being  extended  to 
Ireland.  When  he  practised  at  tho 
Bar  he  considered  the  want  of  such  a 
provision  a  fatal  defect  in  the  English 
Law  as  compared  with  that  of  other 
countries.  He  hoped  no  representation 
of  the  supposed  opinion  of  Ireland 
would  prevent  the  Government  pushing 
the  BiU  through  for  the  whole  King- 
dom. 

Mr.NEVILLE  (Liverpool,Exchange), 
said,  it  seemed  to  him  that  there  was  a 
fallacy  lurking  under  the  arguments  of 
the    opponents    of     the    Amendment, 
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whieli  oiiglit  to  bo  put  plainly  before 
the  House.  It  was  said  to  Liberals 
that  if  they  accepted  the  principle  of 
the  measure  for  England,  they  must  be 
wrong  and  inconsistent  in  supporting 
the  Amendment;  because  if  the  prin- 
ciple was  good  for  one  case,  it  must 
necessarily  be  good  in  the  other.  That 
seemed  to  him  (Mr.  Neville)  to  be 
fallacious,  for  this  reason ;  because  ho 
did  not  think  that  by  accepting  the 
principle  of  the  measure  they  com- 
mitted themselves  to  the  opinion  that 
it  was  a  principle  to  be  applied  to  all 
places  and  under  all  circumstances. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that,  originally, 
the  exemption  of  prisoners  from  giving 
evidence  was  intended  to  bo  for  the  pro- 
tection of  the  prisoner.  He  had  not 
such  a  low  opinion  of  our  legal  ances- 
tors as  to  suppose  they  were  utterly 
wrong  in  the  view  they  took  at  the  time 
of  what  was  for  the  prisoner's  benefit, 
or  that  the  prisoner  would  have  been 
bettor  if  he  had  in  old  days  been 
allowed  to  give  evidence  in  England. 
The  reason  why  he  and  he  believed  the 
majority  of  the  English  Liberal  Members 
on  that  side  of  the  House  would  support 
the  measure,  was  because  they  believed, 
in  the  existing  circumstances  of  England, 
it  would  be  for  the  benefit  of  innocent 
persons  who  might  be  accused  of  crimes, 
because  they  and  most  of  the  English 
people  had  full  confidence  in  the  admin- 
istration of  justice  in  that  country;  and 
if  they  took  the  opinion  of  those 
persons  who  might  be  in  the  position  of 
being  tried  before  a  Judge  and  jury  in 
an  English  Court,  they  would  tell  them 
they  were  perfectly  satisfied  that  they 
would  got  n  fair  trial.  Ho  was  not 
there  to  say  the  contrary  was  the  fact  in 
Ireland.  It  would  be  utterly  presump- 
tuous for  him  to  say  anything  on  the 
question,  for  ho  did  not  profess  to  have 
any  personal  knowledge  of  the  adminis- 
tration of  justice  in  Ireland;  but  he 
would  say  that  it  wa3  not  a  question  for 
Euglish  Members  to  decide.  He  could 
not  conceive  with  what  object  the 
Representatives  of  the  Irish  people 
wore  there,  if  the  House  was  always  to 
turn  a  deaf  ear  to  those  Heprosentatives 
and  to  the  feelings  and  wishes  of  the 
people  of  Ireland.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General  (Sir  Edward 
Clarke)  had  characterized  the  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir  Henry  James) 
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as  extraordinary.  Ho  (Mr.  Neville) 
was  not  surprised  at  that  atatement,  be- 
cause it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  Solicitor  General  did  not  in 
the  least  understand  what  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bory'a 
argument  was.  That  did  not  astonish 
him  (Mr.  Neville),  because  that  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  was  speak- 
ing from  a  standpoint  which  unfor- 
tunately hon.  Members  opposite  seemed 
perfectly  unable  of  taking  up  for  them- 
selves. What  he  understood  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Buy  to 
mean  was,  that  the  reason  why  he  sup- 
ported the  measure  before  the  Honse — 
and  he  had  himself  brought  in  a  measure 
to  the  same  effect  on  a  former  occasion 
— was  that  he  bolieved  it  would  be  in 
the  interests  of  innocent  persons  accused 
of  crime ;  but  he  did  not  for  a  moment 
conceal  from  himself,  or  from  the  Honse, 
that  if  the  giving  of  evidence  by 
prisoners  was  something  liable  to  abuse, 
it  might  be  used  against  the  interests  of 
the  innocent  person  accused  of  crime. 
And  though  he  had  perfect  confidence 
that  in  this  country  it  would  not  be  so, 
and  though  he  knew  that  the  mass  of 
the  peoplo  in  the  country  so  regarded 
the  question,  he  understood  from  the 
Irish  Members  that  that  was  not  the 
point  of  view  adopted  by  the  Irish 
people,  and,  therefore,  without  express- 
ing any  opinion  himself  as  to  whetiier 
or  not  there  was  any  truth  in  the  allega- 
tion that  there  was  a  difference  in  the 
atmosphere  of  the  Criminal  Courts  in 
England  and  in  Ireland,  he  said  it  was 
enough  for  his  argument  if  the  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  the  Irish  people  said  so. 
The  right  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Bury  said  that  if  the  Irish  representa- 
tion meant  anything  at  all,  it  meant 
that  great  attention  should  be  paid  to 
the  views  of  the  Eopresentatives  of  the 
Irish  people ;  and  in  a  case  in  which 
they  were  dealing  with  the  interests  of 
the  Irish  people,  and  in  which  the  in- 
terests of  the  country  were  not  suffered 
to  enter,  he  would  give  way  to  their 
opinion,  and  would  not  be  a  party  to 
forcing  what  was  brought  forward  as  a 
remedial  measure  upon  the  Irish  people 
in  the  teeth  of  their  Kepresentatives. 
The  argument  advanced  by  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had,  he  thoughti 
proved  clear  and  convincing  to  many 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House.  It 
had  been  said  by  Members  on  the  Go- 
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Ternment  aideof  the  House  that  the  worse 
the  atmosphere  of  the  Courts,  the  more 
important  the  application  of  this  measure 
to  Ireland.  He  did  not  think  such  a 
position  could  be  honestly  and  sincerely 
maintained.  He  did  not  believe  for  one 
moment  that  if  the  Eepresentatives  of 
the  English  constituencies  had  not  un- 
bounded faith  in  the  fairness  of  criminal 
trials  as  they  take  place  in  this  country, 
they  would  get  a  single  man  to  vote  for 
any  alteration  in  the  law,  and  they 
understood  from  the  Irish  Members  that, 
unfortunately,  they  did  not  take  the  same 
Tiew  of  criminal  prosecutions  in  Ireland. 
The  reason  why  he  ventured  to  protest 
against  the  course  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment was,  that  it  seemed  to  him 
that,  in  habitually  neglecting  the  repre- 
sentations of  the  Irish  Members,  and 
refusing  them  a  share  in  the  boons  in 
which  they  asked  to  be  permitted  to 
share,  and  insisting  on  their  being  par- 
takers in  a  measure  which  they  had  re- 
sisted as  strongly  as  they  could,  they 
took  a  course  which  could  not  lead  to 
the  reasonable  and  just  government  of 
Ireland.  He  would  add  his  humble 
Toice  to  those  already  raised  on  his  side 
in  arging  the  Qovernment,  even  now, 
to  pass  the  measure  as  one  applying  to 
England  only,  and  not  to  insist  on 
forcing  it  on  Ireland.  If  the  Govern- 
ment persisted  in  the  course  they  had 
adopted,  they  were  only  putting  one 
further  argument  in  the  hands  of  their 
opponents  as  showing  that  they  were 
determined  to  proceed  in  a  course  of 
utter  disregard  to  the  representations 
of  the  Irish  people  whenever  they  sub- 
mitted them  to  that  House. 

Mb.  chance  (KUkenny,  S.)  said, 
that  it  seemed  to  him  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
in  introducing  this  Bill  had  hardly  given 
to  the  House  the  idea  that  he  was  deal- 
ing with  a  Bill  of  any  importance.  He  in- 
troduced it  in  a  few  words,  and  even 
in  those  he  seemed  to  deal  not  only  with 
assumptions,  but  with  what  appeared  to 
be  false  arguments.  This  Bill — this 
precious  document — had  been  20  years 
hatching,  and,  remembering  that  fact, 
anyone  would  have  expected  it  to  be  a 
very  perfect  one  when  produced,  but 
they  had  just  heard  from  a  Scotch  Mem- 
ber that  it  would  be  absolutely  unwork- 
able without  the  introduction  of  a  new 
section  into  the  Scotch  Procedure  Act. 
He    (Mr.    Chance)    looked    upon   this 

YOL.  OOOXXIY.    [thied  sbbies.] 


measure  as  one  to  compel  a  prisoner 
to  give  evidence  on  his  trial,  and  not 
only  that,  but  also  to  give  evidence  on 
preliminarly  proceedings.  Although 
under  the  law,  as  it  at  present  stood, 
a  prisoner  might  reserve  his  defence 
without  any  observation  being  made 
upon  the  fact,  in  the  future,  if  this 
Bill  became  law,  he  would  be  put  in 
the  position  that  the  magistrate  pre- 
siding at  the  hearing  of  the  charge 
against  him  might  inform  him  that  if  he 
were  an  innocent  man  it  was  his  duty  to 
go  into  the  box,  and  that  if  he  were  not 
he  could  adopt  the  protection  which  the 
law  gave  him  and  keep  out  of  the  box. 
The  result  of  this  would  be  that  they 
would  have  jurymen  prejudiced  against 
the  prisoner  in  consequence  of  what 
took  place  at  the  preliminary  examina- 
tion, and  even  before  the  trial  had  taken 
place.  The  Attorney  General  spoke  of 
hardship  occurring  under  the  present 
law.  He  told  them  of  the  case  of  two 
prisoners,  one  of  whom  was  married 
while  the  other  was  not,  but  lived  with 
a  paramour.  The  married  man  had  not 
the  benefit  of  his  wife's  evidence ;  but 
the  other  man  had  the  benefit  of  evi- 
dence given  by  his  paramour.  He  (Mr. 
Chance)  somewhat  irregularly  inter- 
rupted the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman, 
and  somewhat  to  his  surprise  he  dis- 
covered that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  not  taken  the  trouble  to 
acquaint  himself  with  the  result  of  the 
trial.  It  seemed  to  him,  therefore,  that 
the  case  did  not  afford  an  illustration  of 
any  hardship.  There  might  have  been 
hardship  if  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  gone  on  to  tell  the  House  that 
the  married  man  was  convicted  and  that 
the  other  man,  who  had  the  benefit  of 
his  paramour's  evidence,  escaped.  The 
Attorney  General  then  fell  back  upon 
the  favourite  argument  of  the  Front 
Bench ;  for  he  told  them  that  the  Judges 
were  in  favour  of  this  change.  He  (Mr. 
Chance)  did  not  know  that  Judges,  in 
dealing  with  changes  of  the  law,  had 
been  celebrated  for  their  wisdom  or  the 
large-mindedness  of  their  views.  It  was 
mentioned  in  the  House  last  session 
that  Judges  were  unanimously  opposed 
to  the  alteration  of  the  law  which  would 
prevent  men  being  hanged  for  thefts  of 
goods  worth  5s.  and  upwards.  The 
Judges  then  prophecied  that  there  would 
be  an  enormous  increase  of  offences 
against  property ;  but  when,  in  face  of 
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their  opposition,  the  cruel  and  con- 
temptible law  of  that  time  was 
changed,  no  evil  results  were  known  to 
follow.  He  thought  that  in  moving  the 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  of  this  kind  the 
Attorney  General  might  have  found 
some  better  advocates  than  the  Judges. 
Now,  he  came  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  (Sir  Edward  Clarke),  who  made 
what  he  must  undoubtedly  call  one  of 
those  able  speeches  which  were  more 
suitable  for  the  atmosphere  of  a  Court  of 
Justice  with  a  jury  in  the  box  than  for 
the  atmosphere  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. Curiously  enough,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  speech  was  the  first 
e^::niple  of  the  evil  operation  of  this  Bill, 
because  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury  (Sir 
Henry  James)  was  ill-advised  enough 
to  get,  so  to  speak,  in  the  witness-box 
to  defend  and  explain  his  own  position, 
and,  therefore,  he  was  pounced  upon 
by  the  Solicitor  General,  who  showrd, 
to  his  own  satisfaction  and  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  Supporters  of  the  Govern- 
ment, that  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bury  had 
damaged  his  case  and  deserved  the 
verdict  to  go  against  him.  The  Solicitor 
General  spoke  of  the  difference  between 
the  atmosphere  of  an  English  Law 
Court  and  that  of  an  Irish  Law  Court ; 
but  tho  arguments  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  amounted  to  this — 
that  because  he  could  prophecy  that  this 
Bill  would  be  good  for  England  it 
should  therefore  be  good  for  Ireland. 
His  own  observations,  iiowever,  were 
more  or  less  destructive  of  his  argument, 
because  he  commenced  by  assuming,  in 
his  own  favour,  an  absolute  unanimous 
opinion  in  favour  of  this  Bill.  He  should 
have  gone  on  to  show  that  the  conditions 
under  which  law  was  administered  in 
Ireland  were  the  same  as  those  under 
which  law  was  administered  in  England ; 
but  he  did  no  such  thing.  It  seemed  to 
him  (Mr.  Chance)  that  it  rested  with  the 
supporters  of  this  Bill  to  make  out  a 
case  for  it  in  Ireland  ;  but  they  totally 
ignored  that  branch  of  their  duty,  and 
they  wandered  away  into  the  most  vague 
and  extraordinary  assumptions.  It  was 
a  curious  fact  that  the  most  strenuous 
supporters  of  this  Bill  were  utterly  igno- 
rant of  the  proceedings  in  Courts  of 
Justice  in  Ireland.  If  they  knew  as 
much  as  he  and  his  hon.  Friends  did  of 

Mr,  Chance 


those  proceedings,  their  adTOoacy  of  the 
extension  of  this  Bill  to  Xreland  would 
be  much  less  powerful  than  it  was.  Cer- 
tainly there  was  one  Irish  lawyer  put 
up  to  speak  in  favour  of  this  Bill  — 
namely,  the  Solicitor  General  for  Ireland 
(Mr.  Madden),  but  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  knew  very  little  indeed  of 
the  administration  of  Criminal  Law  in 
Ireland  ;  happily  for  himself,  up  to  the 
present  he  had  been  engaged  in  the 
serene  and  calm  atmosphere  of  the 
Equity  Courts.  He  (Mr.  Chance)  did 
not  think  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  ever  defended  a  prisoner  in 
his  life ;  certainly,  he  had  never  acted 
as  a  Crown  Prosecutor.  Therefore,  it 
seemed  that  the  evidence  in  favour  of 
the  Bill  given  upon  the  Gbvemment 
side  of  the  House  was  notable  for  the 
fact  that  the  Gentlemen  who  gave  that 
evidence  knew  nothing  about  the  sub- 
ject. What  was  the  reason  for  this 
new-born  zeal  for  the  administration  of 
law  in  Ireland,  and  for  the  protection  of 
Irish  prisoners  ?  During  the  whole  of 
last  Session  and  the  Session  before  the 
House  was  wearied  by  statements  from 
the  Treasury  Bench  that  prisoners  in 
Ireland  could  not  be  convicted ;  but  to- 
night he  had  not  heard  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench  of  any  case  in  which  a  pri- 
soner was  convicted  when  he  was  innocent 
of  the  crime  he  was  accused  of.  The 
attitude  had  been  to  assume  that  in 
every  case  when  a  prisoner  was  con- 
victed he  was  convicted  properly.  In 
such  circumstances  it  could  not  be  sur- 
prising that  Members  of  the  House  who 
sat  upon  the  Irish  Benches  looked  with 
a  certain  degree  of  suspicion  upon  this 
new-born  zeal  in  the  interests  of  pri- 
soners in  Ireland  on  the  part  of  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite.  If  they  were  so 
zealous  and  so  desirous  of  improying 
the  administration  of  the  Criminal  Law 
in  Ireland,  he  advised  them  to  keep  the 
pledges  they  made  in  this  House,  and 
not  to  continue  under  the  stigma  of 
being  guilty  of  what  was  described  in 
the  House  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  as  a  dishonourable  breach  of 
faith.  The  administration  of  law  would 
be  less  unsatisfactory  if,  in  the  first  place, 
there  were  appeals  from  magistrates 
who  were  not  only  removable,  but 
Executive  officers ;  and  if,  in  the  second 
place,  the  Executive  in  Ireland,  when 
they  desired  to  procure  the  ooniiotion 
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of  political  opponents,  ceased  to  resort  to 
the  disgraceful  practice  of  packing  juries. 
Now,  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Dublin  University 
(Mr.  Madden)  had  still  another  argu- 
ment. He  said  that  even  granting  that 
justice  was  not  satisfactorily  administered 
in  Ireland,  the  right  which  this  Bill  gave 
would  be  a  protection  for  the  prisoner — 
that  it  would  be  a  weapon  which  would 
aid  in  the  execution  of  justice,  and 
therefore  no  one  ought  to  grumble  at 
that.  That  argument  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Ohance)  to  be  based  on  a  some- 
what curious  fallacy.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that 
the  sharper  the  weapon,  independent  of 
the  hands  that  had  to  wield  it,  the  better 
it  was  for  the  administration  of  justice. 
That  would  be  all  very  well  if  the  people 
had  confidence  in  the  administration  of 
law  in  Ireland;  but,  not  having  that 
confidence,  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  a 
curious  argument  that  the  sharper  the 
weapon,  and  the  more  powerful  the 
means  of  conviction  you  put  into  the 
hands  of  Grown  lawyers,  the  more  cer- 
tain it  would  be  that  justice  would  be 
done.  The  argument  was  illogical,  and 
completely  at  variance  with  the  rest  of 
the  arguments  advanced  from  the  other 
side.  He  thought  he  could  throw  a 
little  light  upon  the  real  reason  why 
Ireland  had  been  included  in  this  Bill. 
When  this  Bill  came  on  for  discussion 
late  last  Session  there  was  a  very  vigorous 
opi>osition  to  it  from  these  Benches,  and 
the  result  was  that  it  did  not  pass  either 
for  Ireland  or  for  England  ;  and  he  had 
reason  to  suppose  last  year  that  the 
punishment  which  would  be  inflicted  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  for  their 
action  would  be  to  insist,  in  spite  of  any 
argament  adduced  in  this  House,  that 
this  Bill  should  operate  in  Ireland  as 
well  as  in  England.  That  was  the  real 
or  one  of  the  real  reasons  of  the  per-  * 
aistenoe  of  the  Government  in  forcing 
this  Bill  down  their  throats.  The  second 
reason  was  that,  in  accordance  with  the 
policy  which  was  now  fashionable  on 
the  Benches  opposite,  the  Government 
desired  to  give  the  Irish  Members  a 
snub.  He  passed  from  that,  however, 
because  it  was  not  worthy  of  very  con- 
■iderable  mention;  but  the  last  and 
gravest  reason  was  the  desire  of  the  Go- 
Tomment,  that  men  of  the  type  of  Cecil 
Boche  and  other  gentlemen  who  wielded 
indicial    powers    in    Ireland,    should 


have  an  opportunity  of  proving  their 
zeal  for  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order  by  cross-examining  and  torturing 
prisoners,  by  commenting  in  severe 
language  upon  their  refusal  to  criminate 
themselves,  or  upon  their  refusal  to 
subject  themselves  and  their  evidence  to 
the  strongest  observations  on  the  part  of 
Crown  lawyers.  What  would  be  the 
benefit  to  a  prisoner  in  Ireland  of  any 
evidence  given  by  him  ?  It  was  obvious 
that  if  the  prisoner  went  into  the  wit- 
ness-box his  evidence  would  be  divided 
into  two  parts— the  first  part  would  be 
the  evidence  in  his  own  favour,  and  as 
to  that  there  would  be  an  arg:ument  of 
undeniable  weight  and  force  used  against 
him.  The  Crown  would  say,  and  say 
with  great  force  and  truth,  that  where 
a  man  was  on  his  trial,  the  result  of 
which  might  be  that  he  would  be  im- 
prisoned for  10,  16,  or  20  years,  or,  per- 
haps, for  life,  he  had  the  very  strongest 
possible  interest  in  making  out  tho  best 
case  he  could ;  and  they  would  say  that, 
under  such  conditions,  the  sanctity  of 
an  oath  could  not  weigh  very  much 
with  him ;  that  he  had  most  overpower- 
ing reasons  for  perjuring  himself,  and 
therefore  anything  said  in  his  own 
favour  must  be  pooh-poohed,  and  must 
not  be  considered  by  the  jury.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  most  trivial  par- 
ticular in  which  the  prisoner  disagreed 
from  his  own  witnesses  would  be  given 
enormous  significance  to  discredit  them, 
the  Crown  officials  would  say — ''This 
is  a  man  who  has  the  greatest  interest  in 
procuring  his  own  acquittal,  and  he  is  a 
man  who  must  know  the  facts  of  the 
case.''  For  these  reasons,  stated  as 
briefly  as  he  could  state  them,  he  cer- 
tainly strongly  protested  against  this 
Bill  being  applied  to  Ireland,  but 
even  though  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment might  not  be  inclined  to  admit 
the  validity  of  these  reasons,  he  thought 
it  would  be  but  a  very  small  con- 
cession on  their  part  to  let  this  Bill 
have  a  fair  trial  in  England  before  ap- 
plying it  to  Ireland.  In  spite  of  all 
prophecies  the  Bill  might  not  be  quite 
successful,  and  it  was  only  a  reasonable 
thing  that  this  new  medicine  should  be 
tried  in  the  country  where  there  was 
some  confidence  in  the  administration 
of  the  law  and  the  constitution  had 
strength  to  bear  the  experiment  even 
if  unsuccessful,  leaving  it  to  be  exten- 
ded   hereafter  to  a  country  in   which 
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there  was  not   sucli  confidence,  if   its 
operation  proved  beneficial. 

Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  Mr.  Speaker 

The  first  LORD  of  tub  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smito)  (Strand, 
Westminster")  said,  he  considered  the 
subject  had  been  now  sufficiently  dis- 
cussed, and  that  it  must  be  generally 
felt  that  the  time  had  now  arrived  when 
he  was  justified  in  claiming  the  right  to 
move  that  **  the  Question  be  now  put.** 

Question  put  accordingly,  "  That  the 
Question  be  now  put.'* 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  160;  Noes 
111:  Majority  49.— (Div.  Lis^  No.  50.) 

Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  I  beg,  Mr. 
Speaker,  to  submit  to  you  a  question  on 
a  point  of  Order.  I  submit,  Sir,  that 
under  the  Rule,  while  you  are  able  and 
compelled  to  put  the  Question  regarding 
the  Amendment  which  is  now  under  dis- 
cussion, and  which  you  have  put  without 
permitting  any  further  discussion  on 
that  Question,  yet  that  when  the  time 
comes  for  you  to  put  the  Question  upon 
the  Original  Question — that  is,  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time— it  is 
within  your  competency  to  allow  further 
discussion  if  y*ou  should  think  fit,  upon 
that  Question,  and  I  wish  to  give  you 
Notice  that  I  shall  claim  the  right,  sub- 
ject to  your  permission,  to  discuss  the 
Question  when  you  put  the  Main  Ques- 
tion. 

[No  reply.] 

Question  put,  **That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  178  ;  Noes 
119  :  Majority  64. 

AYES. 


Addison,  J.  E.  W. 
Agg-G-ardnor,  J.  T. 
Ambrose,  W. 
Amherst,  W.  A.  T. 
Ashmead-Bartlett,  E. 
Baird,  J.  G.  A. 
Balfour,  rt.  hon.  A.  J. 
Barry,  A.  II.  Smith- 
Bartley,  G.  C.  T. 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  Sir  E. 
Beach,  ri^ht  hon.  Sir 

M.  E.  Hicks- 
Beaumont,  II.  F. 
Boctive,  Earl  of 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  C. 
Bethell,  Commander  G. 

Ji. 


Bigwood,  J. 
Birkbeck,  Sir  E. 
Blundell,  Col.  H.  B.  H. 
Bond,  G.  U. 
Brodrick,  hon.  W.  St. 

J.  F. 
Brookfield,  A.  M. 
Bruce,  Lord  H. 
Burdett-Coutts,  \V.  L. 

Ash.-B. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Campbell,  Sir  A. 
Campbell,  J.  A. 
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Wolmer,  Yiscoant 
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Flower,  C. 
Flynn,  J.  C. 
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Main  Qaestion,  ''That  the  Bill  be  read 
the  third  time/*  put. 
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Nolan,  Colonel  J.  P. 
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Paulton,  J.  M. 
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Redmond,  W.  H.  K. 
Roberts,  J.  B. 
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Rowlands,  J. 
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Sir  G.  O. 
Tuite,  J. 

Warmington,  C.  M. 
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TELLEBS. 

Biggar,  J.  G. 
Carew,  J.  L. 


Mr.  PARNELL  (Cork) :  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  desire  to  say  a  few  words  in  view  of  the 
decision  which  the  House  has  just  come 
to — that  the  Bill  shall  apply  to  Ireland 
— upon  the  general  application  of  the 
measure,  but  more  especially  upon  its 
application  to  Ireland,  and  in  doing  so  I 
shall  endeavour  to  keep  myself  strictly 
within  the  Order  of  the  Ilules  of  the 
House  and  to  refrain  from  discussing 
even  incidentally  any  matter  which 
would  be  more  properly  discussed  upon 
the  Amendment  which  the  House  has 
just  decided  upon  adversely  to  our  views 
and  to  our  wishes.  But  perhaps,  Sir, 
you  will  allow  me  to  say  generally  that 
I  greatly  regret  that  I  did  not  have  an 
opportunity  of  speaking  upon  that 
Amendment.  I  was  a  Member  of  the 
Grand  Committee  which,  in  1884,  sat 
upon  a  measure  of  a  similar  character  to 
this.  It  is  a  question  that  I  have  always 
taken  a  great  deal  of  interest  in,  and 
there  are  several  special  reasons  on  ac- 
count of  which  I  think  I  might  have 
been  afforded  an  opportunity  of  speak- 
ing my  views  upon  the  immediate  ques- 
tion which  was  then  under  discussion  of 
the  application  of  this  measure  to  Ire- 
land. However,  Sir,  that  is  a  matter 
which  has  been  decided  upon  by  the 
House.  It  is  past  and  gone,  and  I  will 
only  say  regarding  it,  that  I  trust  that 
when  the  Bill  gets  into  Committee  the 
Government  may  see  fit  to  re-consider 
their  decision,  which  may,  perhaps,  have 
been  rather  hastily  arrived  at  to-night 
without  full  consideration  of  all  the 
various  aspects  of  the  question,  and  that 
they  may  be  led,  as  the  result  of  the  re- 
consideration, to  treat  the  Bill  as  a 
purely  English  measure,  and  as  one  in 
which  we  consequently  need  not  take 
that  interest  which  wo  are  so  unfortu- 
nately compelled  to  take  in  many  mea- 
sures which  are  brought  forward  by  the 
Government,  and  proposed  to  be  ex- 
tended to  Ireland.  I  had  hoped  and 
was  most  desirous  that  the  pledge  the 
Government  gave  at  the  commencement 
of  this  Session,  that  this  was  to  be  a 
British  Session,  should  be  kept,  and  I 
think  it  is  most  unfortunate  that,  ex- 
cept in  a  case  of  absolute  and  urgent 
necessity,  such  as  the  measure  brought 
forward  yesterday,  and  which,  if  it  were 
agreed  to,  we  should  not  have  trespassed 
on  the  Government  for  any  facilities 
whatever  in  getting  through  its  Com- 
mittee stage.  I  have  been  most  anxious 
that  this  Session  should  bo  a  Session  of 
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British  legielation,  and  had  the  Govern- 1 
ment  carried  out  the  pledge  to  which  I 
have  referred,  we  should  have  been 
able  to  show  we  can  stand  by  and  ex- 
hibit the  height  of  fair  play  to  the  two 
English  Parties  when  discussing  ques- 
tions of  legislation  only  affecting  their 
own  country.  But  the  decision  which 
the  House  has  come  to  puts  us  in  this 
position — The  measure,  which  we  should 
otherwise  have  been  only  too  glad  to  see 
passed  through  the  House  without  our 
opposition,  wo  shall  be  compelled  to 
oppose  on  every  stage,  simply  from  the 
point  of  view  of  Ireland.  I  regret  this, 
as  I  have  said,  very  much.  As  regards 
the  geaieral  question,  and  entirely  apart 
from  the  merits  of  the  measure  itself, 
there  are  special  features  in  reference  to 
the  application  of  this  Bill  to  Ireland — 
namely,  that  it  will,  in  our  opinion,  inju- 
riously affect  our  country — which  would 
make  it  absolutely  necessary  for  us  to 
oppose  the  measure  as  a  whole.  I  do 
not  disapprove  of  it,  and,  therefore,  I 
regret  that  necessity.  It  may  be,  and 
undoubtedly  is,  a  very  good  and  salu- 
tary measure  for  Great  Britain,  and  we 
should  have  been  most  happy  to  have 
seen  it  passed  through  its  different 
stages  with  the  general  consent  of  all 
sections  and  all  Parties  in  this  House  ; 
but  you  put  us  in  this  position,  by  com- 
pelling us  to  take  an  interest  in  it  from 
an  Irish  point  of  view ;  you  put  us  in  the 
position  of  obliging  us  to  subordinate 
your  interest  to  our  interest  with  regard 
to  it,  and,  naturally,  as  Irishmen,  we 
must  feel  a  greater  interest  in  the  mea- 
sure, because  it  is  an  Irish  measure, 
than  we  should  feel  in  it  if  it 
were  English.  I  think  I  have  said 
enough  to  show  that  we  have  some 
ground  of  complaint ;  first  of  all,  because 
I  was  shut  up  from  expressing  my 
opinion  fully  upon  the  proper  stage  of 
the  measure,  and,  secondly,  on  account 
of  what  I  think  has  been  undoubtedly 
the  most  precipitate  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  matter.  I  trust  that 
without  my  saying  anything  more  upon 
the  subject  at  the  present  moment— 
because  I  shall  have  another  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  what  I  iiave  to  say  with 
regard  to  the  subject  on  the  ^Eotiou  for 
going  into  Committee  upon  the  Bill — 
that  the  Government  will  see  the  reason- 
ableness of  the  position  which  we  have 
taken  up,  and  that  they  will  feel  that  it 
is  desirable  and  will  allow  us  to  treat 

Mr.  Pamell 


the  measure  as  a  purely  British  mea- 


sure. 


Mk.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newoaatlo- 
upon-TyneJ :  I  think,  from  the  point  of 
view  of  progress  of  the  Bill,  that  it  is  to 
be  regretted  that,  owing  to  the  coarse 
which  the  Government  have  thought  fit 
to  take  in  this  matter,  we  have  not  been 
allowed  to  hear  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  upon  the 
issue  before  us ;  and  that,  consequently, 
there  is  danger  that  the  progress  of  a 
measure,  upon  the  principles  of  which 
we  are  all  agreed,  may  be  considerably 
impeded.  I  think  that  it  will  be  a  very 
deplorable  circumstance  if  we  do  not 
have  an  opportunity  of  hearing  the 
views  of  so  leading  a  politician  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  on  the 
question.  I  must  say  that  I  am  also 
afraid  that  the  discussion  of  the  Bill  in 
Committee  will  be  much  impeded  by  the 
fact  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T.  M.  Healj) 
was  not  able,  owing  to  the  Forms  of  the 
House,  to  alter  his  Amendment  in  con- 
formity with  the  views  I  ventured  to  lay 
before  the  House.  I  think  that  the 
course  which  the  Government  have 
taken  will  by  no  means  expedite  the 
progress  of  the  Bill.  I  regret  and  de- 
plore that  fact,  as  I  think  that  the  mea- 
sure is  one  that  should  be  passed  with 
all  possible  expedition.  I  repeat  that 
by  the  course  which  the  Government 
have  taken,  they  have  done  that  which 
will  most  certainly  delay  the  passing  of 
the  measure. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  rise  only  for  the 
purpose  of  entreating  the  Government 
to  put  the  Committee  stage  of  the  mea- 
sure off  until  a  reasonable  period  after 
the  Easter  holidays. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  can  only  say 
that  I  regret  equally  with  the  right  kon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  John  Morley), 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Pamell)  did  not  avail  himself 
of  the  ample  opportunity  he  had  of  ex- 
pressing to  the  House  his  views  with  re- 
gard to  this  measure.  ["Oh,  oh!"] 
The  hon.  Member  did  not,  to  my  know- 
ledge, appear  in  his  place  until  a  Tory 
late  period  of  the  debate,  which  has  now 
gone  on  for  five  hours.  I  am  satisfied 
that,  had  it  been  necessary,  any  hon. 
Member  on  this  side  of  the  House  would 
have  willingly  yielded  to  the  hon. 
Member  had  he  shown  a  desire  to 
address    the  House   during    those  five 
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hours.  In  response  to  the  appeal  of  the  Irish  Members  in  this  particular,  ho 
hon.  Member  for  East  Majo  (Mr.  met  the  appeal  by  deliberately  setting 
Dillon),  I  may  say  that  the  Government  down  the  Bill  for  the  first  day  of  the  re- 
are  perfectly  willing  to  give  ample  time  assembliDg  of  Parliament  after  the 
for   the  consideration  of  the  measure  Easter  Eecess. 

before    taking    the    Committee   stage.  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  was 

They,  therefore,  do  not  propose  to  take  not  so;  Thursday  the  12th,  was  three 

that  stage  until  Tuesday  fortnight,  April  weeks  hence. 

12,  at  a  Morning  Sitting.  Ma.  DILLON  said,  he  was  under  the 

Mb.  DILLON  :    That  does  not  meet  impression  that  Thursday  fortnight  was 

our  views  at  all,  and  I  cannot  consent  to  mentioned.     However,    be    that   as    it 

the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill  being  might — [^Laughter] — it  was  not  such  an 

taken  so  soon.  absurd  proposal  as  he  supposed  it  to  be, 

mu  TT  J'  'J  J  A  oni  XT  but  at  tho  samo  tlmo  lot  hon.  Members 
TheHou8e(/mi#J:— Ayes  231;  Noes  remember  that  the  nronosfll  was  to 
62:  Majority  139.-(Div.  Li.t,  No.  52.)  TuTlrish  MLbtaSTo  London 
Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed,  and  the  proposal  was  made  in  the  most 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  gratuitously  offensive  way,  the  conveni- 
"  That  this  House  will,  upon  12thipril,  «'"=®  °f  ^j^^^^  Members  bemg  in  no  way 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee."  consulted.  It  was  really  and  truly 
—(Mr.  JF.E.  Smith.)  ^.^'^7  5"*'  evidence  of  want  of  con- 
^  ^  sideration  and  want  of  courtesy  on 
Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  he  the  part  of  the  Government  towards 
would  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  Members  who  sincerely  desired  to  let 
man  to  again  set  down  the  Committee  the  Bill  pass,  and  have  been  prepared 
stage  for  the  3rd  May.  The  Govern-  to  do  so.  If  the  Government  had  met 
ment  had,  in  spite  of  the  earnest  appeals  Irish  Members  in  a  reasonable  spirit, 
and  protests  of  Irish  Members,  made  of  the  second  reading  might  have  been 
that  Bill  an  Irish  question ;  and  he  passed  hours  ago,  and  the  Committee 
felt  bound  to  say,  and  believed  many  appointed  for  any  day  desired.  But 
Members  would  agree  with  him,  that  they  must  needs  make  of  it  an  Irish 
seeing  the  Bill  had  been  made  one  of  question,  in  spite  of  all  protest,  and  it 
Titalinterestfor  Ireland,  some considera-  had  become  a  burning  Irish  Question  to 
tion  should  be  show,  for  the  convenience  which  Irish  Members  must  attend,  for 
of  Irish  Members.  They  were  dragged  their  constituents  required  that  duty  of 
come  400  or  500  miles  from  home  and  them.  He  thought  it  a  reasonable  pro- 
detained  half  the  year  in  Parliament,  posal  to  fix  the  date  as  May  3rd,  and 
and  when  permitted  to  return  for  a  made  that  Motion. 
short  Recess  on  Tuesday  next  the  Go-  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
vemment  deliberately  proposed  that  u  12th  April,"  and  insert,  **  3rd  May," 
after  a  brief  interval  Irish  Members  _(^^^^  i)t7/o;j,)-iD stead  thereof. 
snoula  be  dragged  back  again  to  London 

by  the  necessity  of  being  in  their  places  ,  Question  proposed,  "That  '  12th 
to  attend  to  this  Bill  which,  in  spite  of  April'  stand  part  of  the  Question. 
all  that  might  be  said  to  the  contrary,  Mk.  JOHN  MOKLEY  (Newcastle- 
was  a  question  in  which  the  Irish  people  upon-Tyne)  said,  there  was  one  point  in 
took  a  vital  interest.  Of  necessity,  respect  to  April  12th  which  had  cou- 
then,  Irish  Representatives  must  attend  siderable  interest  for  the  House  gene- 
the  discussion  ;  and  so  the  Government  rally.  For  that  day  the  second  reading 
compelled  them  to  return  from  Ireland  of  the  Local  Government  Bill  had  been 
not  allowing  a  reasonable  Recess.  So  set  down.  Were  they  to  understand 
far  as  he  could  remember,  at  least  for  a  that  the  Government  intended  to  post- 
Tory  long  time,  it  had  been  an  pone  the  Local  Government  Bill ?  [Mr, 
uniform  practice  to  consult,  in  some  W.  H.  Smith  :  No.]  Then  was  the 
measure,  the  convenience  of  Irish  House  to  understand  that  this  vory  im- 
Members  in  regard  to  the  arrange-  portant  Bill  was  to  come  on  at  a  quarter 
ment  of  Irish  Business,  whether  Bills  to  12,  or  some  such  hour?  What  was 
or  Estimates,  or  whatever  Business  the  real  meaning  of  this  Government  ? 
it  might  be  in  which  they  were  inter-  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  the  right 
ested.  Now,  when  the  right  hon.  Gen-  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  been  very  long 
tleman  was  asked  to  meet  the  views  of  in  the  House,  but  ho  had  been  a  Mom- 
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berJoiig  enough  to  be  very  woU  aware 
tiiat  tho  Govornmont  or  any  Member  in 
fixing  a  'Jay  fur  the  further  coaaidera- 
tion  of  a  Bill,  fixed  a  <lay  before  wliioh 
tbat  Bill  could  not  bo  taken.  The  day 
named  for  tbia  Hill  (April  12)  would  bo 
j  ust  one  week  after  the  re-nssembling  of 
the  House.  Parliament  assembled  on 
the  5tb,  and  ho  thought  ho  would  bo 
fairlymeoting  tlioviow8ufhon.  Mombera 
from  Ireland  who  wcro  usunJIy  in  thoir 
places  within  four  or  five  daj'B  of  Uusi- 
ness  being  resumed.  It  was  utterly 
impossible  for  any  Government  to  ineure 
tbat  among  tho  first  Business  no  mea- 
flur©  shoiim  bo  proceeded  with  that  had 
not  more  or  lesa  interest  for  Irish  Mem- 
bers. It  was  the  intention  of  the  Qo- 
vernment  to  proceed  with  thn  Lncal 
Ooveromeut  Bill  on  the  1 2th,  and  in  all 

frobahility  the  flfanding  Committee  on 
law  Bills  would  by  then  bo  aet  up,  and 
it  was  within  tha  power  of  ibo  Uovern- 
ment  to  rofor  this  Bill  to  that  Law 
Committee  ;  but  the  frovcrnment  must 
reserve  to  themstdvea  tiie  right,  if  they 
thought  fit,  to  refer  this  Bil!  to  the  Law 
Coraiiiitfeo  on  or  after  tho  12th. 

Silt  WILLIAMHAllCOmiT(Dorby) 
Eaid,  lie  eould  not  le  exposed  to  the  same 
reproach  as  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Hembor  for  Noffoat-tle-upon-Tyne,  for 
he  had  tlie  misffirtuue  to  enter  tho  House 
of  Comniona  at  the  s:imo  time  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tho  Firet  Lord  of 
the  Treasury.  Tho  right  hon.  Qenlleman 
would  have  mmlo  bis  views  a  litilo  more 
clear  if,  uhen  ho  wns  n?ked  about  the 
Bill,  ho  had  slated  that  ho  did  not  menu 
it  to  coaio  on  on  tho  12th  of  April.  But 
tho  understanding  now  was  tbat  tho 
Bill  should  not  eome  on  on  that  day. 
["No!"]  Then  let  the  understanding 
be  made  clear.  The  right  hou.  Gontle- 
man  soemod  not  only  to  have  misled 
Membora  on  that  side,  but  even  some 
who  eat  behind  him.  AVas  the  Bill  to 
come  on  on  the  12th  of  April  P  Waa  it 
to  come  on  on  the  same  day  with  the 
Ijocal  flovornmcnl  Bill  ?  Surely  tho 
hon.  Qontlomnn  who  said  "No"  must 
have  been  in  the  llouso  a  very  short 
lime  indeed.  But  he  l!iouf>bt  Ihi'}'  all 
understood  tho  Bill  would  not  bo  taken 
on  tho  12th  of  April,  but  that  it  might 
come  on  after  then.  As  he  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemnu,  the  Bill  wna 
to  be  referred  to  tho  Law  Comniittfe, 
which  WHS  not  yet  set  up  ;  therefore,  ho 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  need  not  trouble 
Jfr.  JF.  n.  Smith 


himself  by  tho  fear  that  tha  BUI  «u 
likely  to  Come  on  on  the  12th  of  April, 
or  for  a  good  many  daya  after  that. 

Me.  T.  M.  HEALT  aaid,  tha  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  bean  very  long 
Leader  of  the  House,  but  he  had  been 
long  enough  in  the  position  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  showing  aome  conudera- 
tion  and  courtesy  towards  an  important 
minority  in  the  House.  But  from  tho 
period  of  his  appointment  to  hia  elevated 
position  to  the  present  hour  that  eeotion 
of  the  Houao  had  experienced  from  him 
nothing  but  diacourteey.  They  had 
never  received  from  him  at  any  time 
during  hiB  tenure  of  Office  that  con- 
sideration that  had  usually  bssn  ex- 
tended to  that  minority  by  every  other 
Leader  of  the  House,  ConeerratiTe  or 
Liberal.  It  had  always  been  usual  to 
show  gome  consideration  to  Members 
coming  from,  distant  parts  of  the  King- 
dom from  constituencies  separated  by 
hundreds  of  miles  from  London.  Mem- 
bers who  had,  or  most  of  them  had, 
quite  enough  to  attend  to  in  their  own 
country  if  they  were  only  allowed  to 
attend  to  it.  They  could  have  pardoned 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  his  action 
when  he  said  it  waa  hi^"  painful  "  du^ 
to  move  the  Closure ;  hut  there  was  no 
duty  incumbent  upon  him  to  fix  for  tho 
next  stage  of  this  Bill  a  day  that  mnit 
bo  inconvenient  to  the  opponents  of  the 
measure.  To-night  tho  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  had  had  a  good  leason  on 
tho  method  of  managing  the  Buainem 
of  tho  House.  From  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Sromhor  for  Bury,  who  was  not 
by  any  means  an  enemy  of  the  Govera- 
mont,  he  had  received  disinterested  ad- 
vice to  treat  Irish  Members  with  eomo 
consideration.  For  tbo  first  time  the 
House  was  made  aware  of  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  refer  this  Bill  to 
a  Grand  Committee,  which,  in  hia  om- 
nion,  would  add  still  further  to  the 
unpleasantness  connected  with  the  pro- 
ceodings  on  the  Bill.  If  that  waa  the 
intention,  then  the  composition  of  tho 
Grand  Committee  became  an  important 
quoKtion  for  Irish  Members.  Thaj  wore 
entitled  to  know  who  were  the  Members 
of  the  Committee,  and  must  be  preaont 
when  the  composition  was  diaoiUMd. 
Was  it  reasonable  to  bring  ItiUi  Matn- 
bers  over  from  Ireland  on  the  13th,  on 
what  was  practically  a  wild  goosa  ol 
and  when  there  i  no  probability  of  I 
theBilt  beingdiBoi  Usually,  Iriili  t 
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Members  were  thought  to  take  a  malig- 
nant interest  in  the  Business  of  the 
House;  but  now  they  asked  to  be  excused 
from  attending  for  some  time,  and  when 
they  wished  to  take  a  respite,  they  wore 
to  be  needlessly  brought  over  either  to 
discuss  the  Bill  or  the  composition  of  the 
Committee  to  which  it  was  to  be  rele- 
gated. The  Government  might  have 
saved  the  whole  evening  from  6  o'clock 
if  they  had  struck  Ireland  out  of  the 
Bill,  and  a  quarter  of  an  hour  ago 
might  have  saved  this  further  debate,  if 
they  had  allowed  a  reasonable  interval 
for  the  next  stage,  having  regard  to  the 
position  of  Members  who  represented 
distant  portions  of  Her  Majesty's  Do- 
minions. Was  it  likely  that  their  loyalty 
towards  the  British  Parliament  would 
be  increased  by  being  met  in  such  a 
spirit  as  this  ?  If  they  were  obliged  to 
attend  at  Westminster  some  considera- 
tion should  be  shown  them.  Therefore, 
he  hoped  that  the  Obancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  seemed  about  to  rise, 
would  signify  his  sense  of  the  ease  with 
which  the  Conversion  scheme  was  al- 
lowed to  pass — in  which  certainly  Irish 
Members  might  have  taken  considerable 
interest — by  showing  some  consideration 
to  Irish  Members,  and  reciprocating  the 
courtesy  shown  him,  and  allow  a  longer 
interval  before  proceeding  with  the  Bill. 
TiieCH  ANCELLOK  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscnKN)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  had  risen  not 
for  tho  purpose  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  suggested,  but  to  enter  his  most 
emphatic  protest  which  would,  he  be- 
lieved, be  endorsed  by  all  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  side,  and  many  Members 
on  the  other  side,  against  the  charge  of 
discourtesy  made  against  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  He  did  not 
think  such  a  charge,  coming  from  such 
a  quarter,  ought  to  be  passed  over  in 
silence.  Frequently  assailed  by  vitupera- 
tion and  personal  observation?,  of  which 
he  felt  sure  the  great  majority  of  Mem- 
bers opposite  would  be  ashamed,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  invariably  ob- 
amred  the  most  courteous  bearing  to- 
wards all  sections  of  the  House.  In  his 
daty  of  arranging  the  Business  of  the 
House  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  can- 
soantiously  endeavoured  to  meet  the 
vkhes  of  all  sections  r**''.  to  *'~ei 
modermtion  in  del  ai  i 
a  fibel  apon  hii 
k«lrestsd«»] 
!Di»  hoiL  andk 
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Longford spokeofthemannerin  which  the 
Conversion  scheme  was  received — of  the 
consideration  shown  to  that  measure. 
He  (Mr.  Goschen)  was  grateful  to  hon. 
Members  of  all  sections  for  that  con- 
sideration ;  he  acknowledged  it  fully,  he 
had  acknowledged  it  that  afternoon,  and 
he  was  glad  to  do  so  again.  With  re- 
gard to  this  particular  question,  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  seemed  to  ignore 
the  constant  custom  of  Governments  and 
of  private  Members  to  put  down  Bills  for 
a  certain  day,  to  be  considered  on  that 
day,  if  circumstances  were  favourable, 
but  more  frequently  they  were  set  down 
80  that  when  the  day  came  they  might 
be  more  definitely  fixed  for  considera- 
tion. It  was  with  that  view,  and 
certainly  not  to  cause  inconvenience  to 
any  Member,  that  it  was  proposed  to  set 
down  Committee  on  this  Bill  for  April 
12th.  It  was  obviously  almost  impossi- 
ble that  the  Bill  could  be  discussed  on 
that  day,  but  it  was  possible  that  a 
proposal  might  be  made  on  that  day  to 
refer  it  to  the  Grand  Committee  on  Law. 
Tho  Government  must  reserve,  in  regard 
to  this,  the  same  right  they  had  in  regard 
to  other  Bills ;  but  he  repeated  it  was 
highly  improbable  and  almost  impossi- 
ble to  take  the  discussion  on  April 
12th. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  surely  the 
sensible  course,  seeing  that  it  was  highly 
improbable,  and  almost  impossible,  that 
the  Bill  could  be  taken  on  the  12fch,  was 
to  accede  to  the  very  reasonable  request 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  not  compel  Irish 
Members  to  take  a  long  journey — some 
of  them  of  600  miles — on  the  bare  possi- 
bility of  the  Bill  being  taken.  The  re  < 
turn  journey  of  some  of  his  Colleagues 
covered  1,200  miles.  He  would  not 
enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  courtesy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  except  to  say 
that  on  a  recent  occasion,  when  he  ex- 
hibited not  his  courtesy,  but  his  back  to 
Irish  Members  in  moving  the  Closure, 
they  were  not  able  to  distinguish  that 
feature  in  tbe  view  presented.  To  his 
(Mr.  Parneirs)  knowledge,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  shown  any 
courtesy  or  consideration  to  Irish  Mem- 
bers during  the  Session — not  to  speak  of 
other  Sessions — which,  he  submitted, 
mifirht  have  been  expected  under   tho 

»    The    greatest    possible 

to  have  been  shown 

^entleman  towards 

had,    on    every 
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possible  occasion »  when  tho  interests  of 
their  country  allowed  them  to  do  eo, 
effaced  themselves  in  order  to  expedite 
Goyernment  Business.  The  return  for 
that  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  to  moTO  the  Closure  whenever  an 
Irish  Member  rose  to  speak.  Ho  would 
not  say  that  was  want  of  courtesy,  since 
tho  phrase  was  objected  to ;  but  he 
would  say  it  displayed  a  want  of  con- 
sideration and  an  absence  of  that 
judicious  character  that  best  became  a 
Leader  of  the  House,  and  the  presence 
of  which  ensured  that  rapid  transaction 
of  Business  the  Tory  Party  professed  to 
desire.  Of  all  Leaders  of  the  House  he 
had  known,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  most  like  that  publican  who  was  his 
o  wn  best  customer — he  was  the  champion 
Obstructionist  of  his  own  business.  The 
House  had  for  the  last  hour  been  dis- 
cussing a  matter  which  never  ought  to 
have  been  discussed,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  possessed  a  particle  of 
tact.  He  had  originated  by  his  conduct 
first  one  discussion,  then  another,  on 
points  entirely  unnecessary ;  and  so  far 
had  he  been  from  saving  time,  that  he 
had  now  lost  the  chance  of  bringing 
forward  another  Government  measure, 
to  which  it  was  presumed  he  attached 
some  value,  and  which  he  might  have 
proceeded  with  had  he  shown  some  con- 
sideration for  the  vie  ws  of  Irish  Members. 
It  was  to  be  hoped  that  at  the  eleventh 
hour  tho  House  might  be  spared  a  pro- 
longation of  this  diiscussion,  and  as  it 
was  highly  improbable,  and  almost  im- 
possible, that  the  Bill  could  come  on  on 
tho  ll2th  April,  the  Government  would 
accede  to  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
and  put  it  down  for  some  day  when  it 
would  be  highly  probable  and  most 
possible  that  it  would  be  brought  on. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  198  ;  Noes 
130  :  Majority  68.— (Div.  List,  No.  53.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Committee  upon  Thursday  12th  April. 

MORTMAIN    AND    CHARITABLE    USES 

BILTi  [Zo;v/«].— [Bill  174.] 

{Mr.   Attorney    General.) 

SECOND    RBADIKO. 

Ordor  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed. 
'^That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'' — {Mr.  Attorney  General.) 

Mr,  Farnell 


Mr.  HENET  H.  fowler  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  said,  he  had  no  desire  to 
objeot  to  the  Bill,  but  he  would  ask  that 
it  might  be  referred  to  the  Grand  Oom- 
mittee  on  Law.  It  was  called  a  consoli- 
dation Bill,  and  no  doubt  it  was  intended 
to  be  so.  But  it  was  not;  it  was  a 
translation  of  an  old  law  into  a  new  law. 
The  Bill  also  re-enacted  some  objection- 
able provisions,  and  in  Committee  it 
would  be  proposed  to  introduce  Amend- 
ments with  respect  to  those  provisions; 
but  he  would  not  pursue  his  remarks 
at  any  length,  if  it  was  understood  the 
Bill  would  be  referred  to  the  Law  Com- 
mittee. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
if  the  rieht  hon.  Gentleman  would  take 
time  and  carefully  look  through  the  Bill, 
ho  would  find  that,  with  some  variation 
in  language,  every  section  was  taken 
from  the  old  Acts.  Still,  if  it  was  the 
desire  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  thst 
the  Bill  should  go  before  the  Grand 
Committee,  he  would  not  oppose  it. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommiiid 
for  Thursday  12th  April. 

WESTMINSTER  ABBEY  BILL.-.[Bili  165.] 
(.]/r.     William    Henry    Smith,    Mr.     SeereUrg 
IfaithttcSf  Mr,  Jaekton,) 

SECOND   READINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  first  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W,  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  this  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time.  It  did  not  inflict  any  charge  upon 
the  taxpayers,  but  was  intended  to  make 
provision  out  of  ecclesiastical  funds 
alone,  as  occasion  required,  for  the  re- 
storation and  repair  of  the  Abbey. 
The  dilapidations  of  the  Abbey  were 
serious  and  considerable,  and  he  truBied 
tho  House  would  agree  to  the  second 
reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.'*— (ifr.  JF.  II.  Smith.) 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea)  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  Bill  would  not  be  tskoa 
at  such  a  time  (12  o'clock).  He  did  not 
know  that  he  objected  to  it  adtogethsr, 
but  there  were  certain  proTisions  in  it 
that  required  certain  explanation— vkst 
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amount  they  were  called  upon  to 
vote 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  there  was 
no  amount  to  vote  at  all. 

Mb.  dill  WYN  said,  at  all  events,  he 
did  not  think  the  Bill  should  be  passed 
hurriedly,  and  he  moved  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '^That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
Dillwyn, ) — put  and  agreed,  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

LAND     LAW     (IRELAND)     ACT    (1887) 

AMENDMENT  (ARREARS  OF  RENT) 

BILL.-[BiLL  147.] 

{Mr.  T.   W.  Suttelly  Mr.  Lea,  Mr.  Finlay,  Mr. 
J$ue  CoUinffSj  Mr.  Hobkouse,  Mr.  Sinclair.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Mb.  T.  W.  KUSSELL  (Tyrone,  8.) 
said,  after  the  statements  made  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to-night  in 
connection  with  the  debate  of  the  pre- 
Tious  day,  he  did  not  feel  himself  justi- 
fied as  a  private  Member  in  keeping  his 
Bill  any  longer  on  the  Paper.  But  in 
moving  that  the  Order  for  the  second 
reading  be  discharged,  he  wished  to 
be  allowed  to  say  that  he  would  not 
allow  that  any  responsibility  rested  upon 
himself  and  his  friends ;  the  responsi- 
bility must  rest  on  the  shoulders  of  the 
leeponsible  Government  of  the  country. 
He  moved  that  the  Order  be  discharged. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  order  for  the  Second  Eeading 
of  the  Bill  be  read  and  discharged." — 
(Ifr.  T.  W.  Russell.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Order  diseharged. 

Bin  uithdraum. 


CUSTOMS,   ISLB  OF   MAN. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<•  That,  in  lieu  of  the  duties  of  Customs  now 
diArged  on  rum  and  on  British  and  Irish 
gfititM  imported  into  tho  Isle  of  Man,  there  shall 
he  chATged  the  duties  following  (that  is    to 

a,  a. 

Ram.  including  shrub,  of  the  British 
PoMBwions,  the  gallon    . .         ..86 

BiiMi  and  Lrish  spirits,  not  other- 
wiM  «s«mptad  from  the  payment 
of  Mgr^tlM  gallon  ..8    6 


Objection  taken ;  and,  it  being  Mid- 
night, the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
report  Progress  ;  Committee  to  sit  again 
To-morrow. 

SECONDABY  EDUCATION    (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Preston  Bruce,  Bill  to 
organize  and  promote  Secondary  Education  in 
Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  IMr.  Pres- 
ton Bruce,  Mr.  James  Campbell,  Mr.  Craig 
Sellar,  Mr.  Haldane,  and  Mr.  Esslemont. 
^iMpresenUd,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  187.] 

LEGAL  PROCEEDINGS   (rEPORTS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lockwood,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  as  to  Reports  of  Proceedings  in  Courts 
of  Law,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Lock- 
wood,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Samuel 
Smith,  and  Mr.  Asquith. 
^\)lpreientedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  188  J 

ROADS     AND     BRIDGES     (sCOTLAND)      ACT, 

1878,    AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour,  Bill  to 
amond  "  The  Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland)  Act, 
1878,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Mr.  Craig  Sellar,  and  Sir  Archibald 
Campbell. 
'Billpreeentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  189.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  23rd  March,  1 888. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  High 
Sherifif,  nominated. 

Public  Bills — Firet  Heading — House  of  Lords 
(Constitution)  Reform  •  (61);  Women's  Suf- 
frage •  (62);  Tithe  Rent-Charge*  (63); 
Tithe  Rent-charfire  Recovery  and  Variation  • 
(64). 

Second  Heading — Ijand  Charges  Registration 
and  Searches  •  (40) . 

Second  Reading — Committee  negatived — Considered 
— Third  i^^a^tn^— Consolidated  Fund  (No. 
1)*;  National  Debt  Conversion  (49),  and 
passed. 

Third  Heading  —  Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  • 
(48),  and  passed. 

NATIONAL    DEBT    (CONVERSION) 

BILL.— (No.  49.) 

{The  Marquess  of  Salisbury.) 

SECOND  READINQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Head- 
ing,  read. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2-." 
— {^The  Viscount  Cranhrook.) 
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The  LOED  CHANCELLOR  (Lord 
Ualsbury)  said,  that  in  the  drafting  of 
the  Bill  the  funds  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  had  been  placed  within  his 
disposal  as  Lord  Chancellor.  It  was 
too  late  to  alter  this  now ;  but  as  soon 
as  possible  the  fund  would  be  re- 
stored to  the  name  of  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Rutland)  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy. 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly; QommiiiQQ  negatived:  Then  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  XXXV.  considered  (ac- 
cording to  order),  and  dispensed  with: 
Bill  read  3a,  and  pasted. 

IRISH  FISHERIES. -RESOLUTION. 

The  Earl  of  HOWTH,  in  rising  to 
move  to  resolve — 

*'  That  legislation  on  the  Irish  fisheries  will 
not  be  attended  with  beneficial  results  until  a 
reduction  on  the  rates  of  carriage  of  fish  from 
the  Irish  coastH  to  the  English  markets  is  as- 
sured by  Her  Majesty's  Government,'* 

said,  that  last  year  a  Iloyal  Commission 
had  heen  appointed  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  condition  of  certain  indus- 
tries in  Ireland,  prominently  among 
them  the  fishing  interests.  That  Com- 
mission had  issued  a  Report  and  made 
certain  recommendations.  Lord  Mont- 
eagle  had  given  Notice,  at  the  termina- 
tion of  the  Easter  Eecess,  to  criticize 
that  Report.  If  the  noble  Lord  had 
confined  himself  to  that,  for  his  own 
part,  he  would  not  have  ventured  to 
interfere ;  but  the  noble  Lord  also  in- 
tended to  inquire  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  how  far  they  proposed  to 
act  upon  tho  recommendations  inserted 
in  the  Report  of  that  Commission.  He 
felt  that  if  ho  were  to  delay  any  obser- 
vations which  he  might  have  to  make  upon 
this  matter  until  after  tho  Easter  Recess,. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  have 
quite  made  up  their  minds  upon  the 
course  they  intended  to  pursue.  His 
first  object  was  to  impress  upon  the 
Government  tho  earnest  necessity  of 
inspection,  with  regard  to  the  fishing 
grounds  on  tho  Irish  coast,  before  any 
legislation  took  xJace  on  tho  subject  of 
those  fisheries.  His  second  object  was 
expressed  in  the  terms  of  tho  Resolution 
on  the  Paper.  In  1865  a  Royal  Com- 
mission had  been  appointed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  taking  into  consideration  the 
fisheries  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
had  earnestly  supported  the  inspection 


of  these  grounds.    Year  after  year  the 
Irish  Fishery  Inspectors  had  been  urging 
that  they  should  have  vesselB  placed  iS 
their  disposal  for  the  purposeof  thorough 
and  scientific  investigation.    This  matter 
might  be  regarded  from  two  points  of 
view — Imperial  and  local.    Those  who 
were  engaged  solely  in  the  fishing  in* 
dustry  in  Ireland  were  in  a  very  bad 
way ;  and  but  for  a  prospect  of  increased 
stir  in  the  industry,  it  would  be  better 
for  them  to  take  to  some  other  parsnift 
in  life.     The  question  was  also  a  veiy 
important  ono  in  connection  with  the 
groat  food  supply  of  the  nation.    The 
Irish  were  not  fish  eaters  themselvef, 
and  it  was  really  the  English  eonsamer 
who  was  chiefiy  interested  in  this  qaei- 
tion.     Owing  to  the  rates  charged  bj 
the  railways,  the  transport  of  fish  from 
East  to  AVest  was  very  small.     On  the 
Midland  in  1887  only  1,200  tons  of  fiih 
were  transported  across  Ireland  fiom 
the  West  to  the  East  Coast,  and  tht 
only  chance  of  stimulating  the  demand 
for  fish  caught  off  the  Irish  Coasts  lij 
in  providing  cheap  and  easy  acoets  to 
the  English  markets.     Wick,  in  Soot- 
land,  was  700  miles  from  London,  sad 
the  fare  for  a  ton  of  fish  from  Wick  to 
London  was  £3  Is,;  Cork,  in  the Souih 
of  Ireland,  was  550  miles,  and  the  fsie 
for  a  ton  of  fish  from  there  to  Londga 
was  £5  Is.    He,  therefore,  thought  it 
clear  that    the    Irish  fish    could   not 
be  profitably  brought  to  the  Engliik 
markets  unless  its  transit  was  facilitated 
by  subsidies.     The  noble  Earl,  in  con* 
elusion,   moved   the  Resolution  whioh 
stood  in  his  name. 

Moved  to  resolve — 

"  That  legislation  on  the  Irish  fisheries  w31 
not  be  attended  with  beneficial  resalts  until  S 
reduction  on  tho  rates  of  ci»rriage  of  fish  fnm 
the  Irish  coasts  to  tho  English  marketo  is  as- 
sured by  Her  Majesty's  Government.*' — (2V 
Earl  of  Jlowth.) 

Lord  DENMAN  said,  that  althougii 
railway  and  canal  rates  might  be  rega- 
la  ted,  yet  the  passage  by  sea  wooU 
have  to  be  attended  to  in  order  to  lente 
the  carriage  of  fish  to  England  oheif. 
He  had  great  confidence  in  his  FxtiM 
Sir  James  Allport,  but  thought  he  hsd 
possibly  erred  in  making  first-olasi 
tickets  too  cheap.  It  cost  him  hefDit 
railways  were  established  £30  to  gs 
from  and  to  London  and  back  fiM 
Derbyshire;  but  now  an  expense  of  oal^ 
£5  68.  for  three  persons  was  chaigod— 
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two  first-claBS  £4,  one  third-class  £1  6s, 
He  veDtured  to  think  that  if,  without 
loss  to  Kailway  Companies,  more  could 
be  charged  for  all  passengers  and  less 
for  heavy  goods  and  articles  of  food,  it 
might  beneBt  Ireland. 

Thb  LOED  PEIVY  seal  (Earl 
Cadogait)  said,  no  one  could  feel  sur- 
prised that  the  noble  Earl,  whose  ex- 
perience in  regard  to  Irish  fisheries  was 
-S3  great,  should  bring  forward  this 
question.  He  would  not,  however,  at- 
tempt to  follow  the  noble  Earl  through 
the  various  points  on  which  he  had 
touched,  but  would  content  himself  with 
saying  that  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  accept  the  somewhat  sweeping  Eeso- 
lution  which  had  just  been  moved.  He 
rather  hoped  that  the  noble  Earl  would 
content  himself  with  the  valuable  re- 
marks which  he  had  made  —  remarks 
which  would  receive  the  attentive  con- 
sideration of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
— and  would  not  press  their  Lordships 
to  divide.  He  was  glad,  however,  that 
the  noble  Earl  had  afforded  him  an  op- 
portunity of  stating  to  the  House  the 
position  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  respect  to  the  Eeports  of  the  Eoyal 
Cbmmission  to  which  the  noble  Earl 
had  alluded.  The  noble  Earl  was  aware 
that  the  Eoyal  Commission  had  made 
two  separate  Eeports.  The  reference  to 
the  Oommission  was  in  the  following 
order — first,  they  were  asked  to  inquire 
into  the  subject  of  fisheries  and  har- 
bonrs;  secondly,  into  the  subject  of 
arterial  drainage;  and,  thirdly,  into 
the  subject  of  railway  communica- 
tion. But  the  Oommission  thought  it 
right  to  apply  themselves  to  the  subject 
of  arterial  drainage  in  the  first  place, 
and  having  reported  upon  it,  the  Go- 
vernment thought  it  their  duty  to  deal 
as  soon  as  possible  with  that  subject. 
A  Bill  on  the  question  was  now  in  an 
advanced  stage  of  preparation ;  the  Go- 
vernment hoped  to  lay  it  on  the  Table 
in  a  short  time,  and  that  it  would  re- 
esive  the  sanction  of  Parliament  during 
this  Session.  Though  they  had  received 
the  Report  of  the  Commission  on  the 
fisheries,  they  had  not  received  either 
the  evidence  or  copies  of  the  important 
doeaments  on  which  the  Eeport  was 
based.  As  soon  as  they  had  received 
the  evidence  and  the  documents,  they 
would  proceed  with  the  task  they  had 
nndsrtaken  with  reference  to  the  fishe- 
riesy  harbonrs,  and  railways  also.   More 


than  that  he  could  not  say  on  the  pre- 
sent occasion.  The  subjects  which  had 
been  referred  to  the  Eoyal  Oommission 
were,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Governraont, 
of  the  most  vital  importance  to  Ireland. 
They  might  not,  perhaps,  be  as  exciting 
or  sensational  as  other  questions  relating 
to  Ireland  which  had  occupied  the  at- 
tention of  Parliament ;  but  they  were 
subjects  which  must  be  treated  with  the 
utmost  care  and  consideration.  The 
Government  would  not  defer  laying 
their  proposals  before  Parliament  any 
longer  than  they  could  help,  and  he 
trusted  they  would  receive  the  support 
of  noble  Lords  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House. 

Lord  DENMAN  explained  that  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
shown  him  that  he  was  wrong  in  think- 
ing that  the  Eailway  and  Canal  Traffic 
Bill  did  not  apply  to  Ireland,  and  he 
was  ashamed  not  to  have  studied  the 
4th  clause  of  the  Bill  more  carefully ; 
and,  as  it  had  passed  their  Lordships' 
House,  he  regretted  that  he  had  said 
anything  in  doubt  of  its  efficiency. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  tciih- 
drawn, 

SALMON  FISHERIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  respect  of 
their  forthcoming  Salmon  Fisheries  Bill 
for  Scotland,  Whether  the  Bill  will 
apply  in  whole  or  in  part  to  the  Tweed 
and  its  tributaries,  which  are  at  present 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  special  and 
private  Acts  of  Parliament;  also,  whe- 
ther it  is  their  intention  to  introduce  the 
Bill  and  have  it  printed  and  circulated 
before  the  Easter  Eecess  ?  The  noble 
Earl  said,  it  was  most  desirable  that,  as 
far  as  possible,  all  Bills  affecting  Scot- 
land should  be  produced  before  Easter. 
The  County  Meetings  were  held  on  the 
30th  of  April,  and  opportunity  for  the 
consideration  of  such  measures  ought 
to  be  given  them. 

The  secretary  for  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian)  said.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  intend  to 
bring  in  a  Salmon  Fisheries  Bill  for 
Scotland,  and  that  that  Bill  would  in- 
clude the  Tweed  and  its  tributaries, 
except  those  tributaries  which  were  in 
England.  As  to  whether  the  Bill  would 
be  printed  and   circulated  before  the 
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.Eecess,  he  thought  the  noblo  Earl  would 
Bee  that  that  was  not  possible  now.  This 
was  not  a  simple  subjeot,  and  it  would 
be  by  no  means  easy  to  draw  up  a  Bill 
that  would  be  satisfactory  to  all  the 
parties  concerned. 

TWEED  FISHERIES  ACTS. 
MOTION  FOR  PAPERS. 

TflE  Earl  of  MINTO,  in  moving  for 
Beturns  for  each  of  the  years  1886  and 
1887  of  the  number  of  cases  that  have 
been  the  subject   of  trial  for  alleged 
ofiTenoes    under    the    Tweed    Fisheries 
Acts,  distinguishing  those  that  occurred 
during  the  open  season  for  rod  and  line 
fishing  from  those  that  occurred  during 
the  close  season  for  rod  and  line  ;  also 
the  number  of  acquittals  and  the  num- 
ber of  convictions,  and  the  punishment 
awarded  in   each    case    of  conviction ; 
also  distinguishing  the  cases  (so  far  as 
the  nature  of  the  charges  admits)  that 
have    occurred    in   respect   of    alleged 
offences  on   the   main   stream    of   the 
Tweed  from  those  that  have   occurred 
on  each  of  its  tributaries,  and  giving  the 
name  of  each  such  tributary ;  the  Re- 
turns to  be  prepared  in  sections  as  fol- 
lows : — Section    1st    to    comprise    the 
Tweed  and  its  tributaries  from  its  mouth 
up  to   Coldstream   Bridge;  2nd.    from 
Coldstream  Bridge    to   Kelso  Bridge; 
3rd,   from   Kelso    Bridge    to    Melrose 
Bridge ;  4th,  all  waters  above  Melrose 
Bridge  ;  also,  as  regards  the  Teviot  (the 
chief  tributary  of  the  Tweed),  the  Ee- 
turns  to  be  prepared  in  sections  as  fol- 
lows:—  Ist,  from  Teviot  Foot  to  Ancrum 
Bridge ;  2nd,  from  Anorum  Bridge  to 
Hornshole  Bridge ;  3rd,  all  the  waters 
above   lEornshole  Bridge.     The   noble 
Earl  said  those  Eeturns  would  be  useful 
in  showing  not  only  the  whole  number 
of  offences  and  offenders  against  the 
Tweed  Acts,  but  in  showing  with  some 
particularity  the  parts  of  the  <50untry 
and   the    streams    which    furnish    the 
largest    proportion    of    illegal   fishers. 
It  was  often  argued  that  if  the  public 
were  allowed  free  liberty  of  rod  fishing, 
the  public  would  become  the  most  effec- 
tive   protectors   of    the   rivers   against 
illegal    fishing.       He    himself    would 
greatly  like  to  believe  that  this  was  the 
case,   though  he  greatly    doubted    it. 
Anyhow    these  Eeturns   would   throw 
some  light  upon  that  point.     He  rather 
anticipated    that    the    Eeturns    would 

T/id  Marquess  of  Lothian 


prove  these  two  things — fir&t|  that  the 
number  of  offenders  against  the  Tweed 
Laws  was  in  inverse  proportion  to  the 
value  of  the  respective  rights  of  fishing 
in  different  streams;  second,  that  the 
number  of  offenders  was  proportionately 
largest  in  respect  of  those  streams  which 
were  practically  open  to  the  public 
already,  and  where  the  riparian  pro- 
prietors abstained  from  exercising  tneir 
proprietary  rights. 

Moved y  for  ''  Returns  for  each  of  the  jein 
1886  anil  1887  of  the  number  of  cases  that  hare 
been  the  subject  of  trial  for  alleged  offences 
under  the  Tweed  Fisheries  Acts,  distingnidiing 
those  that  occurred  during  the  open  season  for 
rod  and  line  fishing  from  those  that  oooorred 
during  the  close  season  for  rod  and  line  : 

Also  the  number  of  acquittals,  and  the  num- 
ber of  convictions,  and  the  punL^ment  awarded 
in  each  case  of  conviction  ; 

Also  distinguishing  the  cases  (so  far  aa  the 
nature  of  the  charges  admits)  that 'have  oc- 
curred in  respect  of  alleged  offences  on  ths 
main  stream  of  the  Tweed  from  those  that  have 
occurred  on  each  of  its  tributaries,  and  gxring 
the  name  of  each  such  tributary  : 

The  Keturns  to  be  prepared  in  sections  ai 
follows : 

Section  1st.  To  comprise  the  Tweed  and  its 
tributaries  from  its  mouth  up  to  Coldstretm 
Bridge. 

2nd.  From  Coldstream  Bridge  to  Kalio 
Bridge. 

3rd.  From  Kelso  Bridge  to  Melrose  Bridge. 

4  th.  All  waters  above  Melrose  Bridge  : 

Also,  as  regards  the  Teviot  (the  chief  tribu- 
tary of  the  Tweed),  the  Returns  to  be  prepared 
in  sections  as  follows  : 

1st.  From  Toviot  Foot  to  Ancrnm  Bridge. 

2nd.  From  Ancrum  Bridge  to  Horaiholfl 
Bridge. 

3rd.  All  the  waters  above  Homihdle 
Bridge."- (JAtf  Earl  of  Minto.) 

The  secretary  fob  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian)  said,  the 
Government  were  prepared  to  giro  the 
Returns  asked  for,  but  he  was  afraid 
that  they  would  take  some  time  to  pre- 
pare and  cost  considerable  expense.  He 
would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  hii 
noble  Friend  to  the  fact  that  he  had 
altered  the  terms  of  his  Motion  three 
times.  AVhen  Motions  of  this  kind  were 
altered  and  added  to  froHi  time  to  time, 
it  was  extremely  di£Q.oult  to  obtain  that 
information  which  was  necessary  before 
assenting  to  the  Motion.  He  agreed 
with  what  the  noble  Earl  had  said,  that 
poaching  was  not  so  great  on  the  main 
streams  as  on  the  tributaries.  This  fast 
was  known,  he  thought,  to  everyone, 
and  therefore  he  could  not  understand 
why  the  noble  Earl  required  a  Retam 
with  regard  to  that,    Qe  had,  howereri 
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no  doubt  the  Heturns  when  prepared 
would  be  interesting  and  useful.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  ]^noble  Earl 
wanted  the  Heturns  for  the  purpose  of 
makinfi^  any  changes  in  the  Salmon 
Fisheries  Bill  when  introduced.  If  he 
did  he  was  afraid  it  would  delay  the 
Bill  considerably,  and  he  did  not  wish 
to  do  that. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

Eetums  ordered   to   bo  laid  before 
the  House. 

SALE    OF    IMPORTED   MEAT. 

QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  LAMINGTON,  in  rising  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Goyernment,  Whether 
they  will  not  introduce  some  measure  to 
prevent  the  fraudulent  praetico  of  selling 
foreign  imported  meat  as  home  pro- 
duce, a  practice  which  inflicts  serious 
injury  on  the  agricultural  interest  and 
on  all  producers  and  consumers  in  the 
United  Kingdom  ?  said,  he  had  received 
80  many  communications  on  this  subject 
from  all  parts  of  the  country  that  he 
was  eonyinoed  that  it  was  regarded  as 
one  of  very  great  importance  to  the 
agricultural  interest.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess at  the  head  of  the  Government 
had  recently  stated  that  there  was  no 
chance  of  any  reversion  to  Protection. 
He  was  very  glad  that  the  noble  Mar- 
qness  had  made  that  distinct  announce- 
ment; but  if  there  was  no  chance  of 
Protection,  it  was  all  the  more  incum- 
bent on  the  Goyernment  to  see  that 
justice,  at  any  rate,  was  done  to  the 
agricultural  interest.  The  Prim^  Minis- 
t^  had  the  other  day  expressed  the 
desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
do  all  they  could  to  ameliorate  the  con- 
dition of  the  agricultural  interest, ;  and 
one  step  in  that  direction  was  taken  by 
this  House  when,  a  few  days  ago,  it 
carried  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Jersey)  upon  the  Bail- 
way  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  and  struck 
a  blow  against  the  preference  given  in 
railway  rates  to  foreign  produce.  When, 
soma  years  ago,  foreign  meat  was  first 
imported  from  Oanada  and  the  United 
Sli^as  the  meat  was  openly  sold  as  such, 
the  public  were  informed  of  what  they 
wsire  buying;  and  got  it  at  extremely 
ekaap  prices — at  A^d.  or  ^d.  a-pound, 
and  frequently  it  was  sold  at  shops 
spedaUy  opened  for  the  sale  of  such 
imported  meat.    But  now  the  foreign 


meat  was  sold  with  home  meat,  and  no 
distinction  was  made  between  the  two. 
Instead  of  the  poorer  classes  getting 
the  imported  meat  at  Ad,  or  5^.  or  6i. 
a-pound  they  paid  8i.  or  9(f.,  the  money 
taken  from  the  price  of  the  home  meat 
being  added  on  to  the  price  of  the 
foreign  meat.  Unfortunately,  there  was 
nothing  in  the  law  to  prevent  this.  He 
was  informed  that  a  quantity  of  horse 
flesh  was  also  sold  in  this  way.  A 
remedy  for  this  state  of  things  which  he 
suggested  was  very  simple,  and  could 
be  effected  by  the  insertion  of  two 
clauses  into  the  Adulteration  Act  of 
1875.  One  clause  should  provide  that 
every  person  selling  foreign  meat  should 
take  out  a  licence  ;  and  the  second  clause 
should  impose  severe  penalties  on  any 
person  who  sold  foreign  meat  without 
having  over  his  shop  a  board  stating 
that  the  shopkeeper  was  licensed  to  sell 
foreign  meat.  This  would  have  the  eflect 
of  putting  purchasers  on  their  guard 
against  having  foreign  meat  palmed  ofi: 
upon  them  as  home  meat,  and  at  the 
high  prices  of  home  meat.  It  would  be 
the  greatest  boon  not  only  to  agricul- 
turists, but  to  consumers  throughout  the 
Kingdom.  It  might  be  said  that  this 
was  a  side-wind  of  Protection.  It  was 
Protection,  but  protection  of  the  poorer 
classes  rather  than  of  the  agriculturists 
in  the  flrst  place.  It  was  a  strange  fact 
that  if  the  question  was  put  to  a  butcher 
whether  or  not  he  sold  foreign  meat  he 
always  said  he  did  not,  yet  immense 
quantities  of  foreign  meat  were  being 
annually  imported.  Lastyearthe  amount 
of  foreign  meat  brought  into  London 
was  double  what  it  was  in  the  preceding 
year.  What  became  of  this  foreign  meat 
if  it  was  not  sold  by  the  butchers  ? 
Were  the  Government  willing  to  allow 
this  practice  of  deception  to  continue  ? 
Parliament  had  shown  itself  alive  to  the 
importance  of  matters  of  this  kind  by 
passing  the  Adulteration  Act,  the  Marga- 
rine Act,  and  the  Merchandize  Marks 
Act.  It  interfered  to  prevent  the  sale 
of  margarine  under  the  name  of  butter, 
although  margarine  was  as  good  as 
butter.  But  no  one  could  deny  that 
foreign  meat  after  the  miles  it  had  to 
travel  by  land  and  sea  was,  when  it 
reached  this  country,  inferior  in  quality 
to  home  meat.  He  hoped  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  not  hesi- 
tate to  step  in  and  interfere  to  stop  the 
deception  now  practised,  and  if  they  did 
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British  legielation,  and  had  the  Govern- 
ment carried  out  the  pledge  to  which  I 
have  referred,  we  should  have  heen 
able  to  show  we  can  stand  by  and  ex- 
hibit the  height  of  fair  play  to  the  two 
English  Parties  when  discussing  ques- 
tions of  legislation  only  affecting  their 
own  country.  But  the  decision  which 
the  House  has  come  to  puts  us  in  this 
position — The  measure,  which  we  should 
otherwise  have  been  only  too  glad  to  see 
passed  through  the  House  without  our 
opposition,  wo  shall  be  compelled  to 
oppose  on  every  stage,  simply  from  the 
point  of  view  of  Ireland.  I  regret  this, 
as  I  have  said,  very  much.  As  regards 
the  geaieral  question,  and  entirely  apart 
from  the  merits  of  the  measure  itself, 
there  are  special  features  in  reference  to 
the  application  of  this  Bill  to  Ireland — 
namely,  that  it  will,  in  our  opinion,  inju- 
riously affect  our  country — which  would 
make  it  absolutely  necessary  for  us  to 
oppose  the  measure  as  a  whole.  I  do 
not  disapprove  of  it,  and,  therefore,  I 
regret  that  necessity.  It  may  be,  and 
undoubtedly  is,  a  very  good  and  salu- 
tary measure  for  Great  Britain,  and  we 
should  have  been  most  happy  to  have 
Been  it  passed  through  its  different 
stages  with  the  general  consent  of  all 
sections  and  all  Parties  in  this  House  ; 
but  you  put  us  in  this  position,  by  com- 
pelling us  to  take  an  interest  in  it  from 
an  Irish  point  of  view ;  you  put  us  in  the 
position  of  obliging  us  to  subordinate 
your  interest  to  our  interest  with  regard 
to  it,  and,  naturally,  as  Irishmen,  we 
must  feel  a  greater  interest  in  the  mea- 
sure, because  it  is  an  Irish  measure, 
than  we  should  feel  in  it  if  it 
were  English.  I  think  I  have  said 
enough  to  show  that  we  have  some 
ground  of  complaint ;  first  of  all,  because 
I  was  shut  up  from  expressing  my 
opinion  fully  upon  the  proper  stage  of 
the  measure,  and,  secondly,  on  account 
of  what  I  think  has  been  undoubtedly 
the  most  precipitate  conduct  of  the  Go- 
vernment in  the  matter.  I  trust  that 
without  my  saying  anything  more  upon 
the  subject  at  the  present  moment— 
because  I  shall  have  another  oppor- 
tunity of  saying  what  I  have  to  say  with 
regard  to  the  subject  on  the  Motion  for 
going  into  Committee  upon  the  Bill — 
that  the  Government  will  see  the  reason- 
ableness of  the  position  which  we  have 
taken  up,  and  that  they  will  feel  that  it 
is  desirable  and  will  allow  us  to  treat 

Jfr.  Parnell 


the  measure  as  a  purely  British  mea« 
sure. 

Mk.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-TyneJ :  I  think,  from  the  point  of 
view  of  progress  of  the  Bill,  that  it  is  to 
be  regretted  that,  owing  to  the  coarse 
which  the  Government  have  thought  fit 
to  take  in  this  matter,  we  have  not  been 
allowed  to  hear  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  upon  the 
issue  before  us ;  and  that,  consequently, 
there  is  danger  that  the  progress  of  a 
measure,  upon  the  principles  of  which 
we  are  all  agreed,  may  be  considerably 
impeded.  I  think  that  it  will  be  a  very 
deplorable  circumstance  if  we  do  not 
have  an  opportunity  of  hearing  the 
views  of  so  leading  a  politician  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  City  of  Cork  on  the 
question.  I  must  say  that  I  am  also 
afraid  that  the  discussion  of  the  Bill  in 
Committee  will  be  much  impeded  by  the 
fact  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  North  Longford  (Mr.  T,  M.  Healy) 
was  not  able,  owing  to  the  Forms  of  the 
House,  to  alter  his  Amendment  in  con- 
formity with  the  views  I  ventured  to  lay 
before  the  House.  I  think  that  the 
course  which  the  Government  have 
taken  will  by  no  means  expedite  the 
progress  of  the  Bill.  I  regret  and  de- 
plore that  fact,  as  I  think  that  the  mea- 
sure is  one  that  should  be  passed  with 
all  possible  expedition.  I  repeat  that 
by  the  course  which  the  Government 
have  taken,  they  have  done  that  which 
will  most  certainly  delay  the  passing  of 
the  measure. 

Mr.  DILLON :  I  rise  only  for  the 
purpose  of  entreating  the  Government 
to  put  the  Committee  stage  of  the  mea- 
sure off  until  a  reasonable  period  after 
the  Easter  holidays. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  can  only  say 
that  I  regret  equally  with  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  John  Morley), 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Oity  of 
Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  did  not  avail  himself 
of  the  ample  opportunity  he  had  of  ex- 
pressing to  the  House  his  views  with  re- 
gard to  this  measure.  ["Oh,  oh!"] 
The  hon.  Member  did  not,  to  my  know- 
ledge, appear  in  his  place  until  a  Tery 
late  period  of  the  debate,  which  has  now 
gone  on  for  five  hours.  I  am  satisfied 
that,  had  it  been  necessary,  any  hon. 
Member  on  this  side  of  the  House  wotdd 
have  willingly  yielded  to  the  hon. 
Member  had  he  shown  a  desire  to 
address    the  House   during    those  five 
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hours.  In  response  to  tlie  appeal  of  the  Irish  Members  in  this  particular,  he 
hon.  Member  for  East  Mayo  (Mr.  met  the  appeal  by  deliberately  setting 
Dillon),  I  may  say  that  the  Government  down  the  Bill  for  the  first  day  of  the  re- 
are  perfectly  willing  to  give  ample  time  assembliDg  of  Parliament  after  the 
for   the  consideration  of  the  measure  Easter  Eeoess. 

before    taking   the   Committee   stage.  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  that  was 

They,  therefore,  do  not  propose  to  take  not  so;  Thursday  the  12th,  was  three 

that  stage  until  Tuesday  fortnight,  April  weeks  hence. 

12,  at  a  Morning  Sitting.  Mr.  DILLON  said,  he  was  under  the 

Mr.  DILLON  :    That  does  not  meet  impression  that  Thursday  fortnight  was 

our  views  at  all,  and  I  cannot  consent  to  mentioned.     However,    be    that   as    it 

the  Committee  stage  of  the  Bill  being  might — [^Laughter] — it  was  not  such  an 

taken  so  soon.  absurd  proposal  as  he  supposed  it  to  be, 

rm.Tr          j^  -j  j       a        om     xt  but  at  the  Same  time  let  hon.  Members 

TheHou8e(/mi#(f;— Ayes  231;  Noes  remember    that   the    Bronosal   was  to 

92:  Majority  139.-(Div.  List,  No.  52.)  ^rTirLh  m^L^^^^^^^                  Son 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  comnntted.  and  the  proposal  was  made  in  the  most 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  gratuitously  offensive  way,  the  conveni- 
"  That  this  House  will,  upon  12th  April,  ^^^®  ^f  *^«««  Members  being  m  no  way 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee."  consulted.  It  was  really  and  truly 
^{Mr.  W.E,  Smith.)  ^.^^^  P^^^  evidence  of  want  of  con- 
^  '  sideration  and  want  of  courtesy  on 
Mr.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  said,  he  the  part  of  the  Government  towards 
would  appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle-  Members  who  sincerely  desired  to  let 
man  to  again  set  down  the  Committee  the  Bill  pass,  and  have  been  prepared 
stage  for  the  3rd  May.  The  Govern-  to  do  so.  If  the  Government  had  met 
ment  had,  in  spite  of  the  earnest  appeals  Irish  Members  in  a  reasonable  spirit, 
and  protests  of  Irish  Members,  made  of  the  second  reading  might  have  been 
that  Bill  an  Irish  question ;  and  he  passed  hours  ago,  and  the  Committee 
felt  bound  to  say,  and  believed  many  appointed  for  any  day  desired.  But 
Members  would  agree  with  him,  that  they  must  needs  make  of  it  an  Irish 
seeing  the  Bill  had  been  made  one  of  question,  in  spite  of  all  protest,  and  it 
vital  interest  for  Ireland,  someconsidera-  had  become  a  burning  Irish  Question  to 
tion  should  be  show,  for  the  convenience  which  Irish  Members  must  attend,  for 
of  Irish  Members.  They  were  dragged  their  constituents  required  that  duty  of 
some  400  or  500  miles  from  home  and  them.  He  thought  it  a  reasonable  pro- 
detained  half  the  year  in  Parliament,  posal  to  fix  the  date  as  May  3rd,  and 
and  when  permitted  to  return  for  a  made  that  Motion. 
short  Recess  on  Tuesday  next  the  Go-  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
vemment  deliberately  proposed  that  ,.  12th  April,'*  and  insert,  *'  3rd  May,'' 
""I^'iA^"?®^  interval  Irish  Members  _^^^^  J)illon,)-iji stesid  thereof. 
anoula  be  dragged  back  again  to  London  X  .  mi 
by  the  necessity  of  being  in  their  places  ,  Question  proposed,  "That  '  12th 
to  attend  to  this  Bill  which,  in  spite  of  ^pnl '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 
all  that  might  be  said  to  the  contrary,  Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
was  a  question  in  which  the  Irish  people  upon-Tyne)  said,  there  was  one  point  in 
took  a  vital  interest.  Of  necessity,  respect  to  April  r2th  which  had  con- 
then,  Irish  Bepresentatives  must  attend  siderable  interest  for  the  House  gene- 
the  discussion ;  and  so  the  Government  rally.  For  that  day  the  second  reading 
compelled  them  to  return  from  Ireland  of  the  Local  Government  Bill  had  been 
not  allowing  a  reasonable  Eecess.  So  set  down.  Were  they  to  understand 
far  as  he  could  remember,  at  least  for  a  that  the  Government  intended  to  post- 
very  long  time,  it  had  been  an  pone  the  Local  Government  Bill  ?  [Mr. 
uniform  practice  to  consult,  in  some  W.  H.  Smith:  No.]  Then  was  the 
measure,  the  convenience  of  Irish  House  to  understand  that  this  very  im- 
Members  in  regard  to  the  arrange-  portant  Bill  was  to  oome  on  at  a  quarter 
ment  of  Irish  Business,  whether  Bills  to  12,  or  some  such  hour?  What  was 
or  Estimates,  or  whatever  Business  the  real  meaning  of  this  Government  ? 
it  might  be  in  which  they  were  inter-  Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  the  right 
ested.  Now,  when  the  right  hon.  Gen-  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  been  very  long 
tleman  was  asked  to  meet  the  views  of  in  the  House,  but  ho  had  been  a  Mom- 
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ber  long  enough  to  be  very  well  aware 
that  the  Governraont  or  any  Member  in 
fixing  a  day  for  the  further  considera- 
tion of  a  Bill,  fixed  a  day  before  which 
that  Bill  could  not  be  taken.  The  day 
named  for  this  Bill  (April  12)  would  bo 
just  one  week  after  the  re-assembling  of 
the  House.  Parliament  assembled  on 
the  5th,  and  he  thought  he  would  be 
fairly  meeting  the  views  of  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  who  wero  usually  in  their 
places  within  four  or  five  days  of  Busi- 
ness being  resumed.  It  was  utterly 
impossible  for  any  Government  to  insure 
that  among  the  first  Business  no  mea- 
sure should  bo  proceeded  with  that  had 
not  more  or  less  interest  for  Irish  Mem- 
bers. It  was  the  intention  of  the  Go- 
vernment to  proceed  with  the  Local 
Government  Bill  on  the  1 2th,  and  in  all 
probability  the  Standing  Committee  on 
Law  Bills  would  by  then  be  set  up,  and 
it  was  within  the  power  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  refer  this  Bill  to  that  Law 
Committee ;  but  the  Government  must 
reserve  to  themselves  the  right,  if  they 
thought  fit,  to  refer  this  Bill  to  the  Law 
Committee  on  or  after  the  12th. 

Sill  WILLIAM  HAECOUirr  (Derby) 
said,  he  could  not  be  exposed  to  the  same 
reproach  as  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Newcastle-upon-Tyne,  for 
he  had  the  misfortune  to  enter  the  House 
of  Commons  at  the  same  time  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  have  made  his  views  a  little  more 
clear  if,  when  ho  was  a^ked  about  the 
Bill,  ho  had  stated  that  he  did  not  mean 
it  to  come  on  on  the  12th  of  April.  But 
the  understanding  now  was  that  the 
Bill  should  not  come  on  on  that  day. 
[*'  No !  "]  Then  let  the  understanding 
be  made  clear.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man seemed  not  only  to  have  misled 
Members  on  that  side,  but  even  some 
who  sat  behind  him.  Was  the  Bill  to 
come  on  on  the  12th  of  April?  Was  it 
to  come  on  on  the  same  day  with  the 
Local  Government  Bill  ?  Surely  the 
hon.  Gentleman  who  said  **No"  must 
have  been  in  the  House  a  very  short 
time  indeed.  But  he  thought  they  all 
understood  the  Bill  would  not  bo  taken 
on  the  12th  of  April,  but  that  it  might 
come  on  after  then.  As  he  understood 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the  Bill  was 
to  be  referred  to  tho  Law  Committee, 
which  was  not  yet  set  up  ;  therefore,  he 
thought  his  hon.  Friend  need  not  trouble 

Mr.  IF.  IT.  Smith 


himself  by  tho  fear  that  the  Bill  was 
likely  to  come  on  on  the  12th  of  April, 
or  for  a  good  many  days  after  that 

Mb.  T.  M.  HEALY  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  been  very  long 
Leader  of  the  House,  but  he  had  been 
long  enough  in  the  position  to  have  the 
opportunity  of  showing  some  considera- 
tion and  courtesy  towards  an  important 
minority  in  the  House.  But  from  the 
period  of  his  appointment  to  his  elevated 
position  to  the  present  hour  that  section 
of  the  House  had  experienced  from  him 
nothing  but  discourtesy.  They  had 
never  received  from  him  at  any  time 
during  his  tenure  of  OfRoe  that  con- 
sideration that  had  usually  been  ex- 
tended to  that  minority  by  every  other 
Leader  of  the  House,  Conservative  or 
Liberal.  It  had  always  been  usual  to 
show  some  consideration  to  Members 
coming  from  distant  parts  of  the  King- 
dom from  constituencies  separated  by 
hundreds  of  miles  from  London.  Mem- 
bers who  had,  or  most  of  them  had, 
quite  enough  to  attend  to  in  their  own 
country  if  they  were  only  allowed  to 
attend  to  it.  They  could  have  pardoned 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  his  action 
when  he  said  it  washi»-''  painful  "  duty 
to  move  the  Closure ;  but  there  was  no 
duty  incumbent  upon  him  to  fix  for  the 
next  stage  of  this  Bill  a  day  that  must 
be  inconvenient  to  the  opponents  of  the 
measure.  To-night  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  had  a  good  lesson  on 
tho  method  of  managing  the  Business 
of  tho  House.  From  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bury,  who  was  not 
by  any  means  an  enemy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, he  had  received  disinterested  ad- 
vice to  treat  Irish  Members  with  some 
consideration.  For  tho  first  time  the 
House  was  made  aware  of  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  refer  this  Bill  to 
a  Grand  Committee,  which,  in  his  opi- 
nion, would  add  still  farther  to  the 
unpleasantness  connected  with  the  pro- 
ceedings on  the  Bill.  If  that  was  the 
intention,  then  the  composition  of  the 
Grand  Committee  became  an  important 
question  for  Irish  Members.  They  were 
entitled  to  know  who  were  the  Members 
of  the  Committee,  and  must  be  present 
when  the  composition  was  discussed. 
AVas  it  reasonable  to  bring  Irish  Mem- 
bers over  from  Ireland  on  the  1 2th,  on 
what  was  practically  a  wild  goose  chase, 
and  when  there  was  no  probability  of 
the  Bill  being  discussed.    Usually,  Irish 
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Members  were  thought  to  take  a  malig- 1 
nant  interest  in  the  Business  of  the 
House;  but  now  they  aaked  to  be  excused  ! 
from  attending  for  some  time,  and  when 
they  wished  to  take  a  respite,  they  were  > 
to  be  needlessly  brought  over  either  to 
discuss  the  Bill  or  the  composition  of  the 
Committee  to  which  it  was  to  be  rele- 
gated. The  Government  might  have 
saved  the  whole  evening  from  6  o'clock 
if  they  had  struck  Ireland  out  of  the 
Bill,  and  a  quarter  of  an  hour  ago 
might  have  saved  this  further  debate,  if 
they  had  allowed  a  reasonable  interval 
for  the  next  stage,  having  regard  to  the 
position  of  Members  who  represented 
distant  portions  of  Her  Majesty's  Do- 
minions. Was  it  likely  that  their  loyalty 
towards  the  British  Parliament  would 
be  increased  by  being  met  in  such  a 
spirit  as  this  ?  If  they  were  obliged  to 
attend  at  Westminster  some  considera- 
tion should  be  shown  them.  Therefore, 
he  hoped  that  the  Obancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  seemed  about  to  rise, 
would  sigoify  his  sense  of  the  ease  with 
which  the  Conversion  scheme  was  al- 
lowed to  pass — in  which  certainly  Irish 
Members  might  have  taken  considerable 
interest — by  showing  some  consideration 
to  Irish  Members,  and  reciprocating  the 
courtesy  shown  him,  and  allow  a  longer 
interval  before  proceeding  with  tlie  Bill. 
The  CHANCELLOR  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscnEN)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  said,  he  had  risen  not 
for  the  purpose  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  suggested,  but  to  enter  his  most 
emphatic  protest  which  would,  he  be- 
lievedy  be  endorsed  by  all  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  that  side,  and  many  Members 
on  the  other  side,  against  the  charge  of 
discourtesy  made  against  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith).  He  did  not 
think  such  a  charge,  coming  from  such 
a  quarter,  ought  to  be  passed  over  in 
silence.  Frequently  assailed  by  vitupera- 
tion and  personal  observations,  of  which 
he  felt  sure  the  great  majority  of  Mem- 
bers opposite  would  be  ashamed,  his 
right  hon.  Friend  had  invariably  ob- 
served the  most  courteous  bearing  to- 
wards all  sections  of  the  House.  In  his 
duty  of  arranging  the  Business  of  the 
Hoase  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  cdu- 
acientiously  endeavoured  to  meet  the 
wiahes  of  all  sections  and  to  preserve 
moderation  in  debate,  and  it  was  really 
a  libel  qpon  his  right  hon.  Friend  to  say 
lie  treated  any  Member  with  discourtesy. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North 


Longford  spoke  of  the  manner  in  whicli  tli  e 
Conversion  scheme  was  received — of  the 
consideration  shown  to  that  measure. 
He  (Mr.  Goschen)  was  grateful  to  hon. 
Members  of  all  sections  for  that  con- 
sideration ;  he  acknowledged  it  fully,  he 
had  acknowledged  it  that  afternoon,  and 
he  was  glad  to  do  so  again.  With  re- 
gard to  this  particular  question,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  seemed  to  ignore 
the  constant  custom  of  Governments  and 
of  private  Members  to  put  down  Bills  for 
a  certain  day,  to  be  considered  on  that 
day,  if  circumstances  were  favourable, 
but  more  frequently  they  were  set  down 
80  that  when  the  day  came  they  might 
be  more  definitely  fixed  for  considera- 
tion. It  was  with  that  view,  and 
certainly  not  to  cause  inconvenience  to 
any  Member,  that  it  was  proposed  to  set 
down  Committee  on  this  Bill  for  April 
12th.  It  was  obviously  almost  impossi- 
ble that  the  Bill  could  be  discussed  on 
that  day,  but  it  was  possible  that  a 
proposal  might  be  made  on  that  day  to 
refer  it  to  the  Grand  Committee  on  Law. 
The  Government  must  reserve,  in  regard 
to  this,  the  same  right  they  had  in  regard 
to  other  Bills ;  but  he  repeated  it  was 
highly  improbable  and  almost  impossi- 
ble to  take  the  discussion  on  April 
12th. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  surely  the 
sensible  course,  seeing  that  it  was  highly 
improbable,  and  almost  impossible,  that 
the  Bill  could  be  taken  on  the  12th,  was 
to  accede  to  the  very  reasonable  request 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  and  not  compel  Irish 
Members  to  take  a  long  journey — some 
of  them  of  600  miles — on  the  bare  possi- 
bility of  the  Bill  being  taken.  The  re- 
turn journey  of  some  of  his  Colleagues 
covered  1,200  miles.  He  would  not 
enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  courtesy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  except  to  say 
that  on  a  recent  occasion,  when  he  ex- 
hibited not  his  courtesy,  but  his  back  to 
Irish  Members  in  moving  the  Closure, 
they  were  not  able  to  distinguish  that 
feature  in  the  view  presented.  To  his 
(Mr.  Parneirs)  knowledge,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  shown  any 
courtesy  or  consideration  to  Irish  Mem- 
bers during  the  Session — not  to  speak  of 
other  Sesaions — which,  he  submitted, 
might  have  bean  expected  under  the 
circumstances.  The  greatest  possible 
consideration  ought  to  have  been  shown 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  towards 
Irish    Members,  who    had;    on    every 
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possible  occasioD,  when  tho  interests  of 
their  country  allowed  them  to  do  60, 
efiPaoed  themselves  in  order  to  expedite 
Government  Business.  The  return  for 
that  made  by  the  right  hou.  Gentleman 
was  to  move  the  Closure  whenever  an 
Irish  Member  rose  to  speak.  Ho  would 
not  say  that  was  want  of  courtesy,  since 
the  phrase  was  objected  to ;  but  he 
would  say  it  displayed  a  want  of  con- 
sideration and  an  absence  of  that 
judicious  character  that  best  became  a 
Leader  of  the  House,  and  the  presence 
of  which  ensured  that  rapid  transaction 
of  Business  the  Tory  Party  professed  to 
desire.  Of  all  Leaders  of  the  House  he 
had  known,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  most  like  that  publican  who  was  his 
o  wn  best  customer — he  was  the  champion 
Obstructionist  of  his  own  business.  The 
House  had  for  the  last  hour  been  dis- 
cussing a  matter  which  never  ought  to 
have  been  discussed,  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  possessed  a  particle  of 
tact.  He  had  originated  by  his  conduct 
first  one  discussion,  then  another,  on 
points  entirely  unnecessary ;  and  so  far 
had  he  been  from  saving  time,  that  he 
had  now  lost  the  chance  of  bringing 
forward  another  Government  measure, 
to  which  it  was  presumed  he  attached 
some  value,  and  which  he  might  have 
proceeded  with  had  he  shown  some  con- 
sideration for  the  views  of  Irish  Members. 
It  was  to  be  hoped  that  at  the  eleventh 
hour  tho  House  might  be  spared  a  pro- 
longation of  this  discussion,  and  as  it 
was  highly  improbable,  and  almost  im- 
possible, that  the  Bill  could  come  on  on 
the  rith  April,  the  Government  would 
accede  to  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
and  put  it  down  for  some  day  when  it 
would  be  highly  probable  and  most 
possible  that  it  would  bo  brought  on. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  198  ;  Noes 
130  :  Majority  68.--(Div.  List,  No.  53.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Committee  upon  Thursday  12th  April. 

MORTMAIN    AND    CHARITABLE    USES 

BILL  [/.o;7f«].— [Bill  174.] 

(Mr.   Attornty    General.) 

SECOND    RBADINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Motion  made  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time.** — {Mr.  Attorney  General,) 

Mr.  Parnell 


Mr.  HENETH.  FOWLER  (Wolver- 
hampton, E.)  said,  he  had  no  desire  to 
object  to  the  Bill,  but  he  would  ask  that 
it  might  be  referred  to  the  Grand  Oom- 
mittee  on  Law.  It  was  called  a  eonaoli- 
dation  Bill,  and  no  doubt  it  was  intended 
to  be  so.  But  it  was  not;  it  was  a 
translation  of  an  old  law  into  a  new  law. 
The  Bill  also  re-enacted  some  objection- 
able provisions,  and  in  Committee  it 
would  be  proposed  to  introduce  Amend- 
ments with  respect  to  those  provisions ; 
but  he  would  not  pursue  his  remarks 
at  any  length,  if  it  was  understood  the 
Bill  would  be  referred  to  the  Law  Ck>m- 
mittee. 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
Richard  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight)  said, 
if  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  would  take 
time  and  carefully  look  through  the  Bill, 
he  would  find  that,  with  some  variation 
in  language,  every  section  was  taken 
from  the  old  Acts.  Still,  if  it  was  the 
desire  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  Bill  should  go  before  the  Ghrand 
Committee,  he  would  not  oppose  it. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitUi 
for  Thursday  12th  April. 

WESTMINSTER  ABBEY  BILL.— [Bill  165.] 

(J/r.     William    Henry    Smith,   Mr.     Secretary 

Matthews f  Mr.  Jaekton.) 

SECOND   READING. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read. 

The  first  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
WestmiDster)  said,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  allow  this  Bill  to  be  read  a  second 
time.  It  did  not  inflict  any  charge  upon 
the  taxpayers,  but  was  intended  to  make 
provision  out  of  ecclesiastical  funds 
alone,  as  occasion  required,  for  the  re- 
storation and  repair  of  the  Abbey. 
The  dilapidations  of  the  Abbey  were 
serious  and  considerable,  and  he  trusted 
tho  House  would  agree  to  the  second 
reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  }F.  11.  Smith.) 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea)  said,  he 
hoped  that  the  Bill  would  not  be  taken 
at  such  a  time  (12  o'clock).  He  did  not 
know  that  he  objected  to  it  altogether, 
but  there  were  certain  provisions  in  it 
that  required  certain  ezplanatioii— what 
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Objection  taken ;  and,  it  being  Mid- 
night, the  Chairman  left  the  Chair  to 
report  Progress  ;  Committee  to  sit  again 
To-morrow, 


amount  they  were  called  upon  to 
vote 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  there  was 
no  amount  to  vote  at  all. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  at  all  events,  he 
did  not  think  the  Bill  should  be  passed 
hurriedly,  and  he  moved  the  adjoum- 
meot  of  the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  ''That 
the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr, 
Dillwyn,) — put  and  agreed,  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow. 

LAND     LAW     (IRELAND)     ACT    (1887) 

AMENDMENT  (ARREARS  OF  RENT) 

BILL.-[BiLL  147.] 

(Mr,  T.    W,  Suttell,  Mr.  Lea,  Mr.  Fiulay,  Mr, 
Je9$e  CoUingSy  Mr.  Hobkoutef  Mr,  Sinclair.) 

SECOND  READING. 

Mb.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  after  the  statements  made  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  to-night  in 
connection  with  the  debate  of  the  pre- 
vious day,  he  did  not  feel  himself  justi- 
fied as  a  private  Member  in  keeping  his 
Bill  any  longer  on  the  Paper.  But  in 
moving  that  the  Order  for  the  second 
reading  be  discharged,  he  wished  to 
be  allowed  to  say  that  he  would  not 
allow  that  any  responsibility  rested  upon 
himself  and  his  friends ;  the  responsi- 
bility must  rest  on  the  shoulders  of  the 
responsible  Government  of  the  country. 
He  moved  that  the  Order  be  discharged. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  order  for  the  Second  Beading 
of  the  Bill  be  read  and  discharged.'' — 
(Ifr.  T.  W,  Eussell.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged. 

Bill  withdrawn. 


CUSTOMS,    ISLE   OF  MAN. 

Comidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

••  That,  in  lieu  of  the  duties  of  Customs  now 
chaiged  on  rum  and  on  British  and  Irish 
■piriU  imported  into  the  Isle  of  Man,  there  shall 
be  charged  the  duties  following  (that  is    to 

-J) :-  . 

*.  a. 

Biiiii«  iocluding  shrub,  of  the  British 
Ponenions,  the  g^on  ..86 

Brituh  and  Irish  spirits,  not  other- 
wiM  exempted  from  the  payment 
of  doty,  the  gallon  ..        ••    8    6 

^(  Jfr.  Jackson.) 


8EC0NDAKY  EDUCATION    (SCOTLAND)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Preston  Bruce,  Bill  to 
organize  and  promote  Secondary  Education  in 
Scotland,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  'Mr.  Pres- 
ton Bruce,  Mr.  James  Campbell,  Mr.  Craig 
Sellar,  Mr.  Haldane,  and  Mr.  Esslemont. 
BUI  presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  187.] 

LEGAL   PROCEEDINGS   (eEPOBTS)  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Lockwood,  Bill  to  amend 
the  Law  as  to  Reports  of  Proceedings  in  Courts 
of  Law,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Lock- 
wood,  Mr.  Robert  Reid,  Mr.  Bryce,  Mr.  Samuel 
Smith,  and  Mr.  Asquith. 
Billpreaentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  188  J 

ROADS     AND     BRIDGES     ( SCOTLAND)      ACT, 

1878,    AMENDMENT  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour,  Bill  to 
amend  **  The  Roads  and  Bridges  (Scotland)  Act, 
1878,"  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  J.  B. 
Balfour,  Mr.  Craig  Sellar,  and  Sir  Archibald 
Campbell. 
Bill^r^f^^tfef,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  189.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Friday,  23rd  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  High 
Sheriff*,  nominated. 

Public  Bills— JiVa^  Reading— "HonaQ  of  Lords 
(Constitution)  Reform  •  (61);  Women's  Suf- 
frage •  (62;:  Tithe  Rent-Charge*  (63); 
Tithe  Rent-charcre  Recovery  and  Variation  • 
(64). 

Second  Reading — Ijand  Charges  Registration 
and  Searches  *  (40) . 

Second  Reading — Committee  negatived — Considered 
— Third  Reading— Gonaolid&ted.  Fund  (No. 
1)*;  National  Debt  Conversion  (49),  and 
passed. 

Third  Reading  —  Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  • 
(48),  and  passed. 

NATIONAL   DEBT    (CONVERSION) 

BILL.— (No.  49.) 

(The  Marquess  of  Salisbury.) 

SECOND  BEADINQ. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«." 
— {The  Viscount  Cranbrook.) 
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The  LOED  CHANOELLOE  (Lord 
IIalsbury)  said,  that  in  the  drafting  of 
the  Bill  the  funds  of  the  Duchy  of 
Lancaster  had  been  placed  within  his 
disposal  as  Lord  Chancellor.  It  was 
too  late  to  alter  this  now ;  but  as  soon 
as  possible  the  fund  would  be  re- 
stored to  the  name  of  the  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Rutland)  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Duchy. 

Motion  agrp.ed  to  ;  Bill  road  2*  accord- 
ingly;  Committee  negatived:  Then  Stand- 
ing Order  No.  XXXV.  considered  (ac- 
cording to  order),  and  dispensed  with : 
Bill  read  3a,  and,  passed. 

IRISH  FISHERIES. -RESOLUTION. 

The  Earl  of  HOWTH,  in  rising  to 
move  to  resolve — 

*'  That  legislation  on  the  Irish  fisheries  will 
not  be  attended  with  beneficial  results  until  a 
reduction  on  the  rates  of  carriage  of  fish  from 
the  Irish  coasts  lo  the  English  markets  is  as- 
sured by  Her  Majesty's  Government,'* 

said,  that  last  year  a  Tloyal  Commission 
had  been  appointed  to  take  into  con- 
sideration the  condition  of  certain  indus- 
tries in  Ireland,  prominently  among 
them  the  fishing  interests.  That  Com- 
mission had  issued  a  Eeport  and  made 
certain  recommendations.  Lord  Mont- 
eagle  had  given  Notice,  at  the  termina- 
tion of  the  Easter  Eecess,  to  criticize 
that  Heport.  If  the  noble  Lord  had 
confined  himself  to  that,  for  his  own 
part,  he  would  not  have  ventured  to 
interfere;  but  the  noble  Lord  also  in- 
tended to  inquire  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  how  far  they  proposed  to 
act  upon  tbo  recommendations  inserted 
in  the  Koport  of  that  Commission.  He 
folt  that  if  ho  were  to  delay  any  obser- 
vations which  he  might  have  to  make  upon 
this  matter  until  after  the  Easter  Eccess,. 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  have 
quito  made  up  their  minds  upon  the 
course  they  intended  to  pursue.  His 
first  object  was  to  impress  upon  the 
Government  the  earnest  necessity  of 
inspection,  with  regard  to  the  fishing 
grounds  on  the  Irish  coast,  befcn-e  any 
legislation  took  place  on  tho  subject  of 
tliose  fisheries.  His  second  object  was 
expressed  in  the  terms  of  the  Eesolution 
on  tho  Paper.  In  1865  a  Royal  Com- 
mission had  been  appointed  for  the  pur- 
pose of  taking  into  consideration  the 
fisheries  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
had  earnestly  supported  the  inspection 


of  these  grounds.  Year  after  year  the 
Irish  Fishery  Inspectors  had  been  urging 
that  they  should  have  vessels  placed  at 
their  disposal  for  the  purposeof  thorough 
and  scientific  investigation.  This  matter 
might  be  regarded  from  two  points  of 
view — Imperial  and  local.  Those  who 
were  engaged  solely  in  the  fishing  in- 
dustry in  Ireland  were  in  a  very  bad 
way ;  and  but  for  a  prospect  of  increased 
stir  in  the  industry,  it  would  be  belter 
for  them  to  take  to  some  other  parsuit 
in  life.  The  question  was  also  a  very 
important  one  in  connection  with  the 
great  food  supply  of  the  nation.  The 
Irish  were  not  fish  eaters  themselves, 
and  it  was  really  tho  English  consumer 
who  was  ohiefiy  interested  in  this  ques- 
tion. Owing  to  the  rates  charged  bj 
the  railways,  the  transport  of  fish  from 
East  to  West  was  very  small.  Oa  the 
Midland  in  1887  only  1,200  tons  of  fish 
were  transported  across  Ireland  from 
the  West  to  the  East  Coast,  and  the 
only  chance  of  stimulating  the  demand 
for  fish  caught  off  the  Irish  Coasts  lay 
in  providing  cheap  and  easy  access  to 
the  English  markets.  Wick,  in  Scot- 
land,  was  700  miles  from  London,  and 
the  fare  for  a  ton  of  fish  from  Wick  to 
London  was  £3  Is.;  Cork,  in  the  South 
of  Ireland,  was  550  miles,  and  the  fare 
for  a  ton  of  fish  from  there  to  London 
was  £5  Is.  He,  therefore,  thought  it 
clear  that  the  Irish  fish  could  not 
be  profitably  brought  to  the  English 
markets  unless  its  transit  was  facilitate! 
by  subsidies.  The  noble  Earl,  in  con* 
elusion,  moved  the  Besolution  which 
stood  in  his  name. 

Moved  to  resolve — 

**  That  legislation  on  the  Irish  fisheries  will 
not  be  attended  with  beneficial  results  until  ft 
reduction  on  tho  rates  of  etarriag^  of  fish  from 
tho  Iribh  coasts  to  the  English  markets  is  fti- 
sjircd  by  Iler  Majesty's  Goyemment." — [T^ 
Earl  of  How  th.) 

Loud  DENMAN  said,  that  although 
railway  and  canal  rates  might  be  regu- 
lated,  yet  the  passage  by  sea  would 
have  to  be  attended  to  in  order  to  render 
tho  carriage  of  fish  to  England  cheap. 
Ho  had  great  confidence  in  his  Friend 
Sir  Jam  03  Allport,  but  thought  he  had 
possibly  erred  in  making  first-class 
tickets  too  cheap.  It  cost  him  before 
railways  were  established  £30  to  go 
from  and  to  London  and  back  from 
Derbyshire;  but  now  an  expense  of  only 
£5  Qs.  for  three  persons  was  charged— 
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two  first-clasB  £4,  one  tliird-olass  £  1  6«. 
He  yentured  to  think  that  if,  without 
loss  to  Bailway  Companies,  more  could 
be  charged  for  all  passengers  and  less 
for  heavy  g^ods  and  articles  of  food,  it 
might  benefit  Ireland. 

Thb  LOED  PBIVY  seal  (Earl 
Cadogait)  said,  no  one  could  feel  sur- 
prised that  the  noble  Earl,  whose  ex- 
perience in  regard  to  Irish  fisheries  was 
•so  g^eat,  should  bring  forward  this 
question.  He  would  not,  however,  at- 
tempt to  follow  the  noble  Earl  through 
the  various  points  on  which  be  had 
touchedy  but  would  content  himself  with 
saying  that  it  was  impossible  for  him 
to  accept  the  somewhat  sweeping  Beso- 
lution  which  had  just  been  moved.  He 
rather  hoped  that  the  noble  Earl  would 
content  himself  with  the  valuable  re- 
marks which  he  had  made  —  remarks 
which  would  receive  the  attentive  con- 
sideration of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
— and  would  not  press  their  Lordships 
to  divide.  He  was  glad,  however,  that 
the  noble  Earl  had  afforded  him  an  op- 
portunity of  stating  to  the  House  the 
position  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
with  respect  to  the  Reports  of  the  Koyal 
Oommission  to  which  the  noble  Earl 
had  alluded.  The  noble  Earl  was  aware 
that  the  Boyal  Commission  had  made 
two  separate  Beports.  The  reference  to 
the  Commission  was  in  the  following 
order — first,  they  were  asked  to  inquire 
into  the  subject  of  fisheries  and  har- 
boars;  secondly,  into  the  subject  of 
arterial  drainage;  and,  thirdly,  into 
the  subject  of  railway  communica- 
tion. But  the  Oommission  thought  it 
right  to  apply  themselves  to  the  subject 
of  arterial  drainage  in  the  first  place, 
and  having  reported  upon  it,  the  Go- 
vernment thought  it  their  duty  to  deal 
as  soon  as  possible  with  that  subject. 
A  Bill  on  the  question  was  now  in  an 
advanced  stage  of  preparation ;  the  Go- 
vernment hoped  to  lay  it  on  the  Table 
in  a  short  time,  and  that  it  would  re- 
ceive the  sanction  of  Parliament  during 
this  Session.  Though  they  had  received 
the  Beport  of  the  Commission  on  the 
fisheries,  they  had  not  received  either 
the  evidence  or  copies  of  the  important 
doeaments  on  which  the  Beport  was 
baaed.  As  soon  as  they  had  received 
the  evidenee  and  the  documents,  they 
would  prooeed  with  the  task  they  had 
undertaken  with  reference  to  the  fishe- 
riesy  hmrboors,  and  railways  also.   More 


than  that  he  could  not  say  on  tho  pre- 
sent occasion.  The  subjects  which  had 
been  referred  to  the  Boyal  Oommission 
were,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Governraont, 
of  the  most  vital  importance  to  Ireland. 
They  might  not,  perhaps,  be  as  exciting 
or  sensational  as  other  questions  relating 
to  Ireland  which  had  occupied  the  at- 
tention of  Parliament ;  but  they  were 
subjects  which  must  be  treated  with  the 
utmost  care  and  consideration.  The 
Government  would  not  defer  laying 
their  proposals  before  Parliament  any 
longer  than  they  could  help,  and  he 
trusted  they  would  receive  the  support 
of  noble  Lords  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House. 

Lord  DENMAN  explained  that  the 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
shown  him  that  he  was  wrong  in  think- 
inf^  that  the  Bailway  and  Canal  Traffic 
Bill  did  not  apply  to  Ireland,  and  he 
was  ashamed  not  to  have  studied  the 
4th  clause  of  the  Bill  more  carefully ; 
and,  as  it  had  passed  their  Lordships' 
House,  he  regretted  that  he  had  said 
anything  in  doubt  of  its  efficiency. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

SALMON  FISHERIES  (SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  respect  of 
their  forthcoming  Salmon  Fisheries  Bill 
for  Scotland,  Whether  the  Bill  will 
apply  in  whole  or  in  part  to  the  Tweed 
and  its  tributaries,  which  are  at  present 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  special  and 
private  Acts  of  Parliament ;  also,  whe- 
ther it  is  their  intention  to  introduce  the 
Bill  and  have  it  printed  and  circulated 
before  the  Easter  Becess  ?  The  noble 
Earl  said,  it  was  most  desirable  that,  as 
far  as  possible,  all  Bills  affecting  Scot- 
land should  be  produced  before  Easter. 
The  County  Meetings  were  held  on  the 
30th  of  April,  and  opportunity  for  the 
consideration  of  such  measures  ought 
to  be  given  them. 

The  SECBETABY  for  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian)  said.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  did  intend  to 
bring  in  a  Salmon  Fisheries  Bill  for 
Scotland,  and  that  that  Bill  would  in- 
clude the  Tweed  and  its  tributaries, 
except  those  tributaries  which  were  in 
England.  As  to  whether  the  Bill  would 
be  printed  and   circulated  before  the 
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,!Reces8,  he  thought  the  noblo  Earl  would 
Bee  that  that  was  not  possible  now.  This 
was  not  a  simple  subjeot,  and  it  would 
be  by  no  means  easy  to  draw  up  a  Bill 
that  would  be  satisfactory  to  all  the 
parties  concerned. 

TWEED  FISHERIES  ACTS. 
MOTION  FOB  PAPERS. 

The  Earl  of  MINTO,  in  moving  for 
Returns  for  each  of  the  years  1886  and 
1887  of  the  number  of  cases  that  have 
been  the  subject   of  trial  for  alleged 
offences    under    the    Tweed    Fisheries 
ActS;  distinguishing  those  that  occurred 
during  the  open  season  for  rod  and  line 
fishing  from  those  that  occurred  during 
the  close  season  for  rod  and  line  ;  also 
the  number  of  acquittals  and  the  num- 
ber of  convictions,  and  the  punishment 
awarded  in   each    case    of  conviction ; 
also  distinguishing  the  cases  (so  far  as 
the  nature  of  the  charges  admits)  that 
have    occurred    in   respect   of    alleged 
offences   on   the   main   stream    of   the 
Tweed  from  those  that  have    occurred 
on  each  of  its  tributariesi  and  giving  the 
name  of  each  such  tributary ;  the  Re- 
turns  to  be  prepared  in  sections  as  fol- 
lows : — Section    1st    to    comprise    the 
Tweed  and  its  tributaries  from  its  mouth 
up  to   Coldstream   Bridge;  2nd,    from 
Coldstream  Bridge    to  Kelso   Bridge; 
drd,   from   Kelso    Bridge    to    Melrose 
Bridge ;  4th,  all  waters  above  Melrose 
Bridge  ;  also,  as  regards  the  Teviot  (the 
chief  tributary  of  the  Tweed),  the  Re- 
turns to  be  prepared  in  sections  as  fol- 
lows :  —  Ist,  from  Teviot  Foot  to  Ancrum 
Bridge ;  2nd,  from  Ancrum  Bridge  to 
Hornsbole  Bridge ;  3rd,  all  the  waters 
above   Ilornshole  Bridge.     The   noble 
Earl  said  these  Returns  would  be  useful 
in  showing  not  only  the  whole  number 
of  offences  and  offenders   against  the 
Tweed  Acts,  but  in  showing  with  some 
particularity  the  parts  of  the  eountry 
and   the    streams    which    furnish    the 
largest    proportion    of    illegal   fishers. 
Ik  was  often  argued  that  if  the  public 
were  allowed  free  liberty  of  rod  fishing, 
the  public  would  become  the  most  effec- 
tive   protectors  of   the  rivers   against 
illegal    fishing.       He    himself     would 
greatly  like  to  believe  that  this  was  the 
case,   though  he   greatly    doubted    it. 
Anyhow    these   Returns   would  throw 
some  light  upon  that  point.     He  rather 
anticipated    that    the    Returns    would  I 
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prove  these  two  things — first,  that  the 
number  of  offenders  against  the  Tweed 
Laws  was  in  inverse  proportion  to  the 
value  of  the  respective  rights  of  fishing 
in  different  streams;  second,  that  the 
number  of  offenders  was  proportionately 
largest  in  respect  of  those  streams  which 
were  practically  open  to  the  public 
already,  and  where  the  riparian  pro- 
prietors abstained  from  exercising  tneir 
proprietary  rights. 

Moved f  for  ''  Retams  for  each  of  the  years 
1886  and  1887  of  the  namber  of  cases  that  have 
been  the  subject  of  trial  for  alleged  offences 
under  the  Tweed  Fisheries  Acts,  distinguishing 
those  that  occurred  during  the  open  season  for 
rod  and  line  fishing  from  those  that  oooarred 
during  the  close  season  for  rod  and  line  : 

Also  the  number  of  acquittals,  and  the  num- 
ber of  convictions,  and  the  punishment  awarded 
in  each  case  of  conviction  : 

Also  distinguishing  the  cases  (so  far  as  the 
nature  of  the  charges  admits)  that 'have  oc- 
curred in  respect  of  alleged  offences  on  Uie 
main  stroam  of  the  Tweed  from  those  that  have 
occurred  on  each  of  its  tributaries,  and  giving 
the  name  of  each  such  tributary  : 

The  Returns  to  be  prepared  in  seotioiis  as 
follows : 

Section  1st.  To  comprise  the  Tweed  and  its 
tributaries  from  its  mouth  up  to  Coldstream 
Bridge. 

2nd.  From  Coldstream  Bridge  to  KeliO 
Bridge. 

3rd.  From  Kelso  Bridge  to  Melrose  Bridge. 

4  th.  All  waters  above  Melrose  Bridge  ; 

Also,  as  regards  the  Teviot  (the  chief  tribu- 
tary of  the  Tweed),  the  Returns  to  be  prepared 
in  sections  as  follows  : 

Ist.  From  Teviot  Foot  to  Ancrum  Bridge. 

2nd.  From  Ancrum  Bridge  to  Horziahole 
Bridge. 

3rd.  All  the  waters  above  Homshole 
Bridge."- (rA«  Earl  of  Minto.) 

The  secretary  foe  SCOTLAND 
(The  Marquess  of  Lothian)  aaid,  the 
Goveroment  were  prepared  to  give  the 
Returns  asked  for,  but  he  was  afiraid 
that  they  would  take  some  time  to  pre- 
pare and  cost  coDsiderable  expense.  He 
would  like  to  call  the  attention  of  his 
noble  Friend  to  the  fact  that  he  had 
altered  the  terms  of  his  Motion  three 
times.  When  Motions  of  this  kind  were 
altered  and  added  to  from  time  to  time, 
it  was  extremely  difficult  to  obtain  that 
information  which  was  necessary  before 
assentiDg  to  the  Motion.  He  agreed 
with  what  the  noble  Earl  had  said,  that 
poaching  was  not  so  great  on  the  main 
streams  as  on  the  tributaries.  This  faet 
was  known,  he  thought,  to  everyone, 
and  therefore  he  could  not  understand 
why  the  noble  Earl  required  a  Hetum 
with  regard  to  that,    He  bad,  howoTer, 
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no  doubt  the  Heturns  when  prepared 
would  be  interesting?  and  useful.  He 
did  not  know  whether  the  [noble  Earl 
wanted  the  Be  turns  for  the  purpose  of 
making  any  changes  in  the  tialmon 
Fisheries  Bill  when  introduced.  If  he 
did  he  was  afraid  it  would  delay  the 
Bill  considerably,  and  he  did  not  wish 
to  do  that. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

Eetums  ordered  to   be  laid  before 
the  House. 

SALE    OF    IMPORTED    MEAT. 
QUESTION.      OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  LAMINGTON,  in  rising?  to  ask 
Her  Majesty's  Government,   Whether 
they  will  not  introduce  some  measure  to 
prevent  the  fraudulent  practice  of  selling 
foreign   imported  meat  as  home  pro- 
duce, a  practice  which  inflicts  serious 
injury  on  the  agricultural  interest  and 
on  all  producers  and  consumers  in  the 
United  Kingdom  ?  said,  he  had  received 
so  many  communications  on  this  subject 
from  all  parts  of  the  country  that  he 
was  convinced  that  it  was  regarded  as 
one  of  very  great  importance  to  the 
agricultural  interest.    The  noble  Mar- 
quees at  the  head  of  the  Government 
had  recently  stated  that  there  was  no 
chance  of  any  reversion  to  Protection. 
He  was  very  glad  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quess had  made  that  distinct  announce- 
ment; but  if  there  was  no  chance  of 
Protection,  it  was  all  the  more  incum- 
bent on  the  Government  to  see  that 
justice,  at  any  rate,  was  done  to  the 
agricultural  interest.  The  Prim^  Minis- 
ter had  the  other  day  expressed  the 
desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
do  all  they  could  to  ameliorate  the  con- 
dition of  the  agricultural  interest, ;  and 
one  step  in  that  direction  was  taken  by 
this  House  when,  a  few  days  ago,  it 
eanied  the  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Earl  (the  Earl  of  Jersey)  upon  the  Hail- 
way  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  and  struck 
a  blow  against  the  preference  given  in 
railway  rates  to  foreign  produce.  When, 
wamm  years  ago,  foreign  meat  was  first 
imported  from  Canada  and  the  United 
Sti^ea  the  meat  was  openly  sold  as  such, 
the  public  were  informed  of  what  they 
ware  buying;  and  got  it  at  extremely 
eheap  prices — at  A\d,  or  ^d.  a-pound, 
and  frequently  it   was  sold  at  shops 
epecially  opened  for  the  sale  of  such 
inserted  meat.    But  now  the  foreign 


meat  was  sold  with  home  meat,  and  no 
distinction  was  made  between  the  two. 
Instead  of  the  poorer  classes  getting 
the  imported  meat  at  Ad,  or  ^d.  or  6J. 
a-pound  they  paid  8i.  or  9(^.,  the  money 
taken  from  the  price  of  the  home  meat 
being  added  on  to  the  price  of  the 
foreign  meat.  Unfortunately,  there  was 
nothing  in  the  law  to  prevent  this.  He 
was  informed  that  a  quantity  of  horse 
flesh  was  also  sold  in  this  way.  A 
remedy  for  this  state  of  things  which  he 
suggested  was  very  simple,  and  could 
be  effected  by  the  insertion  of  two 
clauses  into  the  Adulteration  Act  of 
1875.  One  clause  should  provide  that 
every  person  selling  foreign  meat  should 
take  out  a  licence  ;  and  the  second  clause 
should  impose  severe  penalties  on  any 
person  who  sold  foreign  meat  without 
having  over  his  shop  a  board  stating 
that  the  shopkeeper  was  licensed  to  sell 
foreign  meat.  This  would  have  the  effect 
of  putting  purchasers  on  their  guard 
against  having  foreign  meat  palmed  off 
upon  them  as  home  meat,  and  at  the 
high  prices  of  home  meat.  It  would  be 
the  greatest  boon  not  only  to  agricul- 
turists, but  to  consumers  throughout  the 
Kingdom.  It  might  be  said  that  this 
was  a  side-wind  of  Protection.  It  was 
Protection,  but  protection  of  the  poorer 
classes  rather  than  of  the  agriculturists 
in  the  flrst  place.  It  was  a  strange  fact 
that  if  the  question  was  put  to  a  butcher 
whether  or  not  he  sold  foreign  meat  he 
always  said  he  did  not,  yet  immense 
quantities  of  foreign  moat  were  being 
annually  imported.  Lastyearthe  amount 
of  foreign  meat  brought  into  London 
was  double  what  it  was  in  the  preceding 
year.  What  became  of  this  foreign  meat 
if  it  was  not  sold  by  the  butchers  ? 
Were  the  Government  willing  to  allow 
this  practice  of  deception  to  continue  ? 
Parliament  had  shown  itself  alive  to  the 
importance  of  matters  of  this  kind  by 
passing  the  Adulteration  Act,  the  Marga- 
rine Act,  and  the  Merchandize  Marks 
Act.  It  interfered  to  prevent  the  sale 
of  margarine  under  the  name  of  butter, 
although  margarine  was  as  good  as 
butter.  But  no  one  could  deny  that 
foreign  meat  after  the  miles  it  had  to 
travel  by  land  and  sea  was,  when  it 
reached  this  country,  inferior  in  quality 
to  home  meat.  He  hoped  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  not  hesi- 
tate to  step  in  and  interfere  to  stop  the 
deception  now  practised,  and  if  they  did 
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BO  they  would  confer  a  boon  on  botli 
agricalturists  and  the  poorer  classes. 

Lord  TRURO  said,  the  noble  Lord 
probably  did  not  anticipate  a  satisfactory 
reply  to  his  Question,  for  the  point  he 
had  raised  was  part  of  a  much  larger 
subject.  Trade  frauds  should  bo  dealt 
with  more  soveroly.  There  was  no 
country  in  Europe  in  which  trade  frauds 
were  so  prevalent  as  in  England,  and 
they  would  never  be  stopped  until  some 
personal  disp^raco  was  inflicted  upon  the 
men  who  habitually  defrauded  the  pub- 
lic in  the  way  that  was  now  frequently 
done.  In  France  the  law  was  much 
more  severe,  and  the  Penal  Code  pro- 
vided that  persons  found  guilty  of  trade 
frauds  might  be  punished  not  merely 
with  penalties  but  by  imprisonment,  ex- 
tending from  15  days  to  three  months. 
The  consequence  was  that  these  offences 
were  much  fewer  in  France  than  here. 
He  should  like  the  Government  to  lay  a 
Return  on  the  Table  of  the  convictions 
obtained  in  this  country  merely  for  the 
adulteration  of  milk.  The  penalties 
that  had  been  inflicted  were  much  too 
small  to  deter  offenders.  In  France  a 
man  could  bo  flncd  and  sent  to  prison 
for  1 5  days,  and  the  Court  could  order 
the  publication  of  placards  announcing 
the  sentence  imposed. 

Lord  WANTAGE  said,  he  thought 
that  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord 
would  cause  great  inconvenience.  The 
most  respectable  butcliers  bought  and 
sold  good  foreign  meat  with  advantage 
to  themselves  and  to  their  customers. 
If  they  wore  compelled  to  take  out  a 
licence  and  proclaim  themselves  buyers 
of  foreign  meat  they  would,  he  feared, 
be  prejudiced.  Foreign  meat  was  some- 
times better  than  English  meat,  and 
farmers  themselves  often  sold  it.  What 
would  really  do  good  would  be  to  en- 
courage farmers  to  take  advantage  in 
greater  numbers  of  tho  retail  trade. 
Four  or  five  farmers  by  associating  to- 
gether could  carry  on  tho  trndo  of  butcher 
with  much  profit  to  themselves.  He 
was  afraid  the  proposal  of  the  noble  Lord 
would  be  prejudicial  to  the  traders,  and 
in  no  way  beneficial  to  the  buyer. 

The  SECRETARY  to  the  BOARD 
01'  TRADE  (The  Earl  of  Onslow)  said, 
ho  was  surprised  that  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  introduced  this  subject  should 
have  appeared  to  complain  of  an  absence 
of  sympathy  in  the  Government  for  the 
agricultural    interest,  he    should    have 
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thought  that  the  reference  to  agrioaltnre 
in  the  Speech  from  the  Throne  and  the 
observations  which  had  recently  fallen 
from  the  noble  Marquess  at  tho  head  of 
the  Government  ought  to  have  impreaaed 
everybody  with  the  fact  that  there  was 
no  ground  for  any  such  complaint.  The 
interest  taken  by  the  Government  in 
subjects  affecting  agriculture  had  been 
shown  by  the  passing  of  the  Marga- 
riue  Act,  the  introduction  of  the  Rail- 
way and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  and  tho 
proposal  made  in  ''another  place"  forthe 
relief  of  local  taxation.  With  reference 
to  the  particular  question  brought  for- 
ward by  the  noble  Lord,  he  should  like 
to  ask  him  whether  those  who  com- 
plained of  not  getting  English  meat 
when  they  wanted  it,  really  asked  the 
butchers  to  give  them  English  and  not 
foreign  meat.  His  advice  to  buyers 
was.  in  the  words  of  the  advertisements, 
*'  When  you  ask  for  it  see  that  you  get 
it."  The  noblo  Lord  wished  the  Go- 
vernment to  introduce  a  measure  for 
preventing  the  fraudulent  practice  of 
selling  foreign  meat  as  home  produce, 
but  if  tho  practice  was  a  fraudulent 
one  he  presumed  it  could  be  reached 
by  the  law  as  it  stood.  The  Merohan* 
dize  I^Earks  Act  laid  down  that  any  one 
who  applied  any  false  trade  desoription 
to  any  goods  should  be  held  guilty  of 
an  offence.  Then  the  6th  section  of  the 
Act  of  1875  relating  to  the  sale  of  food 
and  drugs,  enacted  that  '^  no  person 
shall  sell  an  article  of  food  which  is  not 
of  the  nature  and  quality  asked  for." 
There  were  also  Acts  of  Parliament 
under  which  people  could  be  punished 
for  obtaining  money  under  false  pre- 
tences. Until  the  noblo  Lord  and  those 
whom  he  represented  had  tried  whether 
tho  object  which  they  had  in  view  could 
not  be  attained  by  the  operation  of  some 
of  those  laws  the  Government  could  hardly 
bo  asked  to  introduce  fresh  legislation. 
Tho  Return  asked  for  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  he  would  be  happy  to  consider ; 
but  he  did  not  himself  think  that  it 
would  be  dosirable  to  impose  heavy 
penalties  and  inprisonment  for  oflTenoes 
such  as  the  noble  Lord  had  referred  to. 
There  were  cases  in  which  the  infnnge- 
ment  of  an  Act  might  almost  bethoo^t 
laudable;  for  instance,  when  a 
mixed  a  little  water  with  the  gia  wUlk 
he  sold. 

Tub  Earl  of  MILLTO WN  muL 
the  6th  section  of  the  Sale  of  Fooi 
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D  an  Act  could  not  sorre  the  purpose 
ol  tne  noble  Lord  (Lord  Lamington), 
because  it  wu  clearly  directed  Bolely 
against  edulteration. 

LoBD  LAUINQTON  asked  whether 
it  wai  to  be  understood  that  the  sale  of 
foreign  as  Eoglish  meat  was  punishable 
under  Clause  6  of  the  Adulteration  of 
Food  and  Druga  Act  ? 

Thk  Eakl  of  ONSLOW  said,  that  he 
wished  carefully  to  avoid  expressing 
any  legal  opinion  upon  this  subject.  All 
that  he  would  say  was  that,  until  the 
noble  Lord's  friends  should  have  tried 
unarailingly  prosecution  under  tho  ex- 
isting law,  there  could  be  no  good  ground 
for  a«king  the  GoTemment  to  initiate 
legislation. 

LUNACY  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

{Tht  Lord  Chaiicelior.) 

(no.  48.)      TDIBD  BEADIIIO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing, read. 

Movid, "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3V" 
—{Th$  Lwi  ChanetUor.) 

Earl  SPENCER  said,  he  believed 
it  was  now  perceived  that  the  Bill  did 
not  meet  a  caee  which  he  adduced  when 
the  Bill  was  in  Committee.  He  was 
not  now  prepared  with  a  clause,  but  he 
trusted  that  if  it  were  found  practicable 
to  frame  a  clause,  the  object  he  had  in 
Tiew  would  be  attained  whea  the  Bill 
was  in  Committee  in  the  other  House. 

Tna  LORD  CHANOELLOR  (Lord 
Hxubitkt]  said,  tbere  was  some  doubt 
in  the  matter ;  but  he  was  inclined  to 
think  that  the  noble  Earl  was  right,  and 
it  it  turned  out  to  be  so  he  should  have 
no  objection  to  the  necessary  amend- 
ment of  the  Bill. 

LoBD  BALFOUR  said,  the  communi- 
cations that  had  taken  place  had  reduced 
the  matter  at  issue  to  a  small  point, 
which  should  be  fully  considered  before 
the  Bill  reached  the  stage  of  Committee 
in  the  other  House. 

Hotion  agrted  to :  Bill  read  3*  accord- 
ingly ;  Amendments  made  ;  Bill  patied, 
md  sent  to  the  Commons. 
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AFFAIR9(TheMarqueBSofSALisBUBY), 

in  rising  to  call  atteution  to  the  mode 
of  levying  tithes,  and  to  present  a  Bill, 
said  :  I  wish  to  bring  before  your  Lord- 
ships a  Bill  with  reference  to  the  inci- 
dence of  tithes  and  the  lamentable  oo< 
currences  which  are  taking  place,  espe- 
cially in  the  Western  part  of  the  country. 
It  was  not  possible  last  Session  to  pass 
the  measure  whioh  passed  through  your 
Lordships'  House,  beoause  it  did  not 
commend  itself  to  the  judgment  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  A  good  deal  of  dis- 
cussion took  place  upon  tithes,  and  we 
were  able  to  see  where  tbe  difficulty  with 
reapsct  to  them  lay,  and  weare  now  able  to 
introduce  a  measure  to  modify  tbe  diffi- 
culty. I  must  first  call  your  attention 
to  what  tho  difficulty  is.  Tithe  te  a  very 
peculiar  property.  It  is  not  a  burden 
on  the  land;  it  is  not  a  burden  on  the 
landowner ;  it  is  a  burden  on  the  pro- 
duce of  the  land.  But  the  produce  of 
tbe  land  is  in  the  hands  of  the  occupier ; 
while  by  law  the  person  responsible 
with  respect  to  tho  tithe  is  not  the  occu- 
pier but  the  owner.  The  result  of  that 
state  of  things  is  this — that  in  order  to 
get  at  the  produce  of  the  land  you  must 
levy  distraint  upon  the  ocoupier.  Yet 
the  occupier,  who  is  not  the  debtor,  baa 
to  suffer  the  inconvenience  of  distraint 
for  a  debt  that  is  not  his  own.  And  the 
difficulty  arising  from  that  state  of 
things  has  been  a  good  deal  envenomed 
by  its  being  mixed  up  with  social  and 
theological  discussioos,  into  whioh  I  need 
not  further  enter.  The  first  oonsidera- 
tion  which  occurs  to  us,  on  reviewing  the 
discussion  which  took  place  both  last 
year  and  before,  is  that  the  difficulty  has 
arisen  because  the  Act  of  1B36  has  not 
been  exactly  obeyed,  or  rather  that  the 
landlords,  in  their  contracts  with  the  ten- 
ants, have  been  able  to  contract  them- 
selves out  of  the  operation  of  the  Act  of 
1836.  By  the  80th  clause  of  that  Act 
tlio  tenant  is  indeed  iiablo  for  tbe  pay- 
ment of  tithe  ;  but  having  paid  the  tithe, 
whatever  it  is,  he  is  at  liberty,  just  aa 
,  in  tbe  case  of  the  Income  Tas,  to  deduct 
I  the  payment  that  he  has  made  from  the 
I  rent  he  owes  to  the  landlord  when  he 
y  the  rent  to  the  landlord, 
snce  between  the  case  of 
the  case  of  the  Income 
.ot  of  Parliament  eatab- 
e  Tax  guarded  that 
ised  upon  the  tenant 
tract  between  the 
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landlord  and  tho  tenant ;  and  the  Tithe 
Aot  overlooked  that  precaution.  If  tho 
precaution  had  been  taken  this  difliculty 
would  not  havo  existed  now.  If  that 
precaution  is  taken  now  the  difficulty 
will  only  exist  as  regards  the  existing 
contracts ;  it  will  not  exist  as  regards 
contracts  which  come  into  existence 
after  the  passing  of  this  Bill.  It  ap- 
pears to  me,  therefore,  that  if  there 
is  a  question  as  to  what  it  is  best  to 
pass,  we  have  to  economize  our  time; 
the  first  thing  we  ought  to  do  is  to 
pass  an  Act  remedying  tliat  defect  in 
the  Act  of  183G,  avoiding  contracts 
between  landlords  and  tenants  which 
throw  the  burden  on  the  tenants  instead 
of  leaving  it,  as  tho  Act  does,  upon  the 
landlord — in  fact,  putting  tithes  on  a 
level  with  the  Income  Tax  in  that  re- 
spect. If  we  do  that  the  evil  will  be 
remedied  as  to  future  contracts,  and 
all  existing  contracts  will  in  due  time 
die  out.  I  propose,  therefore,  to  split 
up  the  Bill  of  last  year  into  three  sc:^*!- 
rate  Bills.  The  first  Bill  I  submit'  to 
your  Lordships  is  one  for  simply  putting 
tithe  on  a  level  with  the  Income  Tax  in 
respect  to  that  precaution,  and  avoiding 
for  the  future  contracts  which  prevent 
the  tenant  from  recovering  tithe  ho  has 
actually  paid  by  enabling  him  to  de- 
duct it  from  the  rent  due  to  tho  landlord ; 
That  will  only  operate  in  the  future. 
What  are  we  to  do  with  contracts  that 
exist  now  ?  The  evil  is  too  great,  the 
injury  done  to  the  relations,  especially 
between  the  spiritual  titheowner  and  tlie 
landowner  and  occupier,  are  too  serious 
to  allow  us  to  wait  till  the  slow  operation 
of  the  change  of  which  I  have  spoken 
shall  make  these  conflicts  for  tho  future 
impossible.  Last  year  our  proposal  was 
simply  to  transfer  tho  liability  from  the 
occupier  to  the  owner,  to  put  an  end  to 
the  remedy  of  distraint,  and,  with  cer- 
tain elaborate  precautions,  to  enable 
the  titheowner  to  recover  his  tithe  from 
the  owner  of  the  land.  I  believe  that 
is  a  perfectly  souud  and  innocent  re- 
medy. But  I  am  bound  to  say  that, 
though  the  Bill  passed  this  House 
with  great  ease,  tho  landowners,  of 
whom  we  have  not  a  few  here,  ac- 
cepted it  apparently  with  goodwill; 
but  when  it  came  to  ** another  place** 
of  more  jealous  and  exacting  scrutiny 
there  was  a  very  considerable  number 
of  landowners  who  were  not  at  all  pre- 
pared to  submit  to  this  new  rosponsi- 
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bility  being  placed  upon  them.  There 
is  no  doubt  it  laid  a  considerable 
responsibility  upon  them,  because  it 
made  the  whole  property  of  the  land- 
owner liable  to  tithes,  which  it  is  not 
now.  We  should  have  contended  that 
the  new  liability  was  so  surrounded  by 
precautions  that  no  practical  harm  could 
result  to  tho  landowner.  However,  wo 
are  very  anxious  if  we  can — I  do  not 
know  whether  it  is  possible — to  fiad 
a  mode  of  effecting  the  change  which 
shall  neither  injure  nor  frighten  the 
landowner,  and,  therefore,  we  propose 
to  take  anothor  course  this  year.  We 
shall  leave  the  case  of  the  owner  who 
occupies  his  own  land  just  where  it  is; 
tho  grievance  does  not  arise  with  him, 
only  that  there  is  a  remedy  which  is  al- 
readv  in  the  Act  of  1836  which  we  shall 
sliglitly  develop  and  apply  to  cases  of 
land  occupied  by  the  landowner  and 
other  lands — I  mean  the  remedy  that  is 
given  by  the  Act  of  183G  in  cases  where 
there  is  not  sufficient  to  distrain  uponoD 
the  land.  The  Act  of  1836  provides  that 
where  there  is  not  enough  produce  on 
the  land  to  pay  the  tithe,  the  titheowner 
may  step  into  the  place  of  the  landowner 
and  become  ad  hoc  the  landowner,  re- 
ceiving the  rent  until  the  tithe  shall  be 
paid,  and  the  costs  incurred  shall  be 
paid,  when  the  land  shall  revert  to  its 
proper  owner.  We  propose  to  re-enact 
that  remedy  in  a  more  modem  form  by 
enabling  the  County  Court  to  appoint 
a  receiver  of  rents  where  the  tithe  is 
not  paid.  The  receiver  will  be  appointed 
at  the  suit  of  the  titheowner  when  the 
tithe  is  a  certain  period  in  arrear,  and 
that  receiver  will  have  the  right  of  eitiier 
farming  tho  land,  if  it  is  in  the  occupa- 
tion of  tho  owner,  or  of  receiving  the 
rent,  if  it  is  in  the  occupation  of  another 
person.  As  soon  as  the  tithe  is  dis- 
charged and  the  costs  paid  the  receivOT 
will  hand  the  land  back  to  its  true 
owner.  I  think  that  remedy,  though 
eflective,  will  possibly  be  costly ;  and 
we  propose  another  remedy  in  the  cases 
where  the  occupier  is  not  the  owner  of 
tlie  land.  Distraint  in  that  case,  which 
is  the  present  remedy,  will  be  forbidden; 
and  in  place  of  it  the  County  Court  will, 
on  the  petition  of  the  titheowner,  issue 
an  injunction  to  the  farmer  warning 
him  to  pay  the  tithe  out  of  the  first 
money  that  comes  into  his  hands  as  the 
produce  of  his  farm.  If,  after  the 
receipt  of  that  notification,  the  farmer 
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shall  paj  any  rent  to  his  landlord  before 
he  has  paid  the  tithe  to  the  titheowner 
he  will  have  accepted  the  tithe  as  hi« 
own  personal  debt ;  in  other  words,  wo 
attach  the  rent.  I  do  not  know  whether 
that  will  be  held  to  be  a  more  satisfac- 
tory remedy  than  the  one  we  proposed 
last  year.  At  all  events,  it  is  theore- 
tically a  much  sounder  remedy,  for  it 
limits  liability  absolutely  to  the  produce 
of  the  land  and  imposes  no  liability  on 
the  landowner  himself.  The  produce 
of  the  land  will  bo  liable,  as  it  is  now, 
in  the  first  instance,  to  tithe  before  any 
rent  is  paid,  and  when  that  tithe  has 
been  paid  the  rent  will  be  paid  as 
before.  It  will  be  obvious,  of  course, 
that  this  remedy  will  be  of  no  use  in  those 
cases,  of  which  I  am  afraid  we  have 
some  instances  in  the  country  at  the 
present  time,  where  the  produce  of  the 
land  after  all  expenses  are  paid  is  not 
enough  to  pay  either  the  tithe  or  the 
rent.  In  these  cases,  of  course,  it  is  of  no 
use  to  attach  the  rent ;  to  attach  the  rent 
when  there  is  no  rent  is  an  illusory 
remedy;  there  is  no  possible  remedy 
except  the  remedy  of  a  receiver  in  that 
case.  Although  the  titheowner  has  a 
right  to  get  whatever  the  land  yields,  I 
believe  in  reality  in  those  cases  that, 
practically,  the  right  no  longer  exists  ; 
and  where  the  laud  has  failed  to  yield 
produce  the  titheowner,  as  well  as  the 
landowner,  is  practically  dispossessed  of 
his  property.  That,  putting  it  simply, 
is  the  nature  of  the  remedy  which  we 
offer  in  this  Bill  for  the  purposo  of 
getting  rid  of  the  grievance  of  distraint. 
It  is  bad  to  leave  the  law  as  it  is  even 
if  it  woold  work;  but  the  friction  and 
animosity  produced  are  so  great  that  we 
are  bound  to  find  some  other  means  of 
eonvejiog  to  the  titheowner  that  share 
which  is  his  due  in  the  produce  of  the  land. 
One  thing  more.  Great  complaint  has 
been  often  made  of  the  operation  of  the 
seven  years'  average.  It  is  said,  and 
said  justly,  that  where  a  depression  and 
consequent  fall  in  the  prices  of  agricul- 
tural produce  set  in,  the  first  years  of  the 
seven  years'  period  continue  by  their 
high  prices  to  bear  down  the  farmer 
long  after  his  farm  has  ceased  to  yield 
the  high  results  on  which  those  first 
averages  were  based.  We  believe  it 
would  be  more  just  to  take  a  three  years' 
arerage,  and  that  that  would  be  sufH- 
cient.    The  Bill  of  last  year  had  yet 


another  part  which  I  do  not  propose  to 
introduce  to-night,  although  I  should  be 
glad  if  it  were  possible  to  come  to  some 
arrangement  with  the  Episcopal  Bench 
in  regard  to  it — I  mean  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  concerns  the  redemption  of 
tithes.  I  had  the  honour  to  introduce 
into  the  Bill  of  last  year  clauses  which 
would  have  facilitated  the  redemption  of 
tithes,  I  believe,  in  a  practical  manner ; 
but  the  terms,  which  were  favourable 
enough  to  induce  the  landowner  to 
redeem,  were  thought  too  favourable 
to  the  landowner,  and  those  who  re- 
present the  Church  pressed  for  some 
modification  of  those  terms.  Whe- 
ther we  shall  be  able  to  effect  such 
a  modification  I  do  not  know,  but  I  must 
express  a  strong  conviction  that  if  re- 
demption is  thought  by  those  who 
represent  the  Church  to  be  a  desirable 
object,  it  will  not  be  brought  about  with  • 
out  a  sufficient  concession  to  the  land- 
owners to  induce  them  to  undertake  it. 
However,  that  is  a  matter  hardly  rele- 
vant to  my  present  purpose.  I  propose 
now  to  present  the  Bills  which  I  have 
described  to  the  House,  and  after  the 
Recess  I  will  ask  your  Lordships  to 
read  them  a  second  time. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  he 
did  not  propose  at  the  present  stage  to 
discuss  measures  which  were  not  in 
terms  before  the  House ;  but  still  he 
should  like  to  say  a  few  words  on  the 
observations  of  the  noble  Marquess. 
He  was  glad  the  noble  Marquess  had 
recognized  that  a  change  in  the  mode  of 
recovering  tithe  should  be  made ;  but  it 
was  a  matter  which  might  cause  land- 
lords a  loss.  With  regard  to  the  first 
Bill,  he  was  inclined  to  say  that  the  pro- 
vision that  the  landlord  should  not  be 
able  to  contract  himself  out  of  the  obli- 
gation to  refund  the  tithe  to  the  tenant 
was  a  fair  and  just  provision.  In  a  great 
number  of  instances  it  was  the  practice 
for  landowners  to  permit  the  tenant  to 
deduct  from  the  rent  the  tithe  which  he 
had  paid,  and  he  believed  in  those  cases 
no  difficulty  had  been  experienced.  In 
that  respect  the  Bill  would  establish 
throughout  the  country  a  practice  found 
to  work  smoothly  in  places  where  it  was 
in  operation.  With  regard,  however,  to 
the  provision  for  the  recovery  of  the 
tithe  from  tenants  holding  under  existing 
contracts,  he  confessed  to  some  doubt — 
he  hoped  it  might  prove  otherwise — lest 
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tho  proposed  roraody  should  turn  out  to 
be  too  complicated,  and  after  all  bUouM 
not  remove  the  difficulty  with  regard  to 
the  tenant.  That  was  to  say,  they 
would  still  have  to  go  to  the  tenant, 
and  the  tenant  would,  no  doubt, 
in  many  cases  continue  to  act  un- 
reasonably, lie  was  afraid  that  any 
system  by  which  it  was  necessary  to  make 
application  to  tho  tenant  would  be  apt 
to  produce  friction.  On  the  question  of 
redemption  he  entirely  agreed  with  the 
noble  Marquess  that  unless  the  Church 
was  prepared  to  make  some  concession 
it  was  practically  impossible  to  effect  the 
object.  It  was  not  that  it  was  desired 
to  take  away  from  the  Church  her  due 
share  in  the  produce  of  the  land  ;  but  tho 
present  was  a  case  in  which,  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  Church  herself,  ho  believed 
redemption  would  be  desirable.  There 
was  another  subject  which  the  noble 
Marquess  had  not  touched  upon — that 
was  tho  re-assessment  of  some  portion  of 
titheable  lands.  It  could  not  be  con- 
tended that  they  should  persevere  in  a 
system  with  regard  to  certain  lands 
where  the  tithe  actually  swallowed  up 
the  whole  profit  of  the  land  and  ope- 
rated as  a  confiscation  of  the  whole 
income  of  the  land.  This  was  no  light 
matter.  Surely  it  was  not  a  mere  question 
of  pounds,  shillings,  and  ponce,  because 
the  result  would  be  that  land  would  go 
out  of  cultivation.  Great  injury  would 
be  inflicted  in  districts  where  the  land 
ceased  to  bo  cultivated.  In  making 
these  observations,  he  wished  to  be  un- 
derstood as  reserving  his  opinion  till  he 
saw  the  Bills ;  but  he  felt  sure  that  the 
desire  of  his  Colleagues  on  tho  Front 
Opposition  Bench  was  to  co- operate,  as 
far  as  possible,  with  the  noble  Marquoss 
in  the  object  he  had  in  view. 

Earl  JSTANITOPE  said,  that  ho  was 
glad  the  liills  had  been  brought  forward, 
and  hoped  that  they  would  bo  pushed 
through  ParlirtUK'nt  as  rai)idly  as  pos- 
sible. The  resistance  to  the  payment 
of  tithes  in  "Wales  had  assumed  an 
acute  stage.  He  was  glad,  too,  that 
tho  seven  years'  averages  would  be 
reduced  to  three  years.  It  would  bo 
much  more  equitable  to  all  parties. 

Lord  HARLECH  paid,  he  agreed  that 
there  was  a  great  call  for  legislation  on 
this  question ;  but,  considering  tho  op- 
portunities for  obstruction  in  **  another 
place,"  he  was  not  sure  that  tho  noble 
Marquoss    was    pursuing    a    judicious 
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courso  in  dealing  with  the  subject  in 
three  Bills.  He  suggested  that  it  would 
bo  more  convenient  to  make  one  Bill  of  it 
divided  into  three  parts,  and  thereby 
afford  less  opportunity  fop  obstruction. 
The  Marquess  of  SALISBURY  said, 
ho  was  of  opinion,  on  the  contrary,  that 
to  adopt  the  suggestion  of  his  noble 
Friend  would  be  to  run  the  risk  of  de- 
e>troying  tho  whole  of  this  legislation. 
The  advantage  gained  by  having  three 
Bills  was  that  if  two  went  to  the  bottom 
the  third  might  float.  The  Government 
hoped,  however,  to  be  able  to  pass  all 
three  Bills. 

Bill  to  amend  section  eighty  of  the 
Tithe  Rentcharge  Act,  1836.— -PrtfWflW 
(The  Marquess  of  Salisbury.) 

Bill  road  i\    (No.  53.) 

Bill  to  amend  the  law  with  respect 
to  tho  recovery  and  variation  of  tithe 
rentcliargo  in  England. — Presented  (The 
Marquess  of  Salisbury.) 

Bill  read  1*.    (No.  54.) 

LAND  CHARGES    REGISTRATION  AND 

SEARCHES  BILL.— (No.  40.) 

^Tho  Lord  Eobhouse.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  of  tho  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Lord  HOBHOUSE,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  ho  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  it  was  intended  to  remove  some  of 
the  dangers  which  beset  purchasers  in 
the  shape  of  charges  upon  the  purchased 
land.  By  the  Statute  of  1887  jadg< 
ments  had  to  be  registered  in  the  Com* 
mon  Fleas  Office  ;  but  that  had  necessi* 
tated  a  number  of  expensive  searches, 
and  in  1860  an  Act  had  been  passed  to 
give  further  security  to  purchasers,  re- 
(juiring  not  only  the  registration  of 
judgments  but  also  that  of  writs  of  exe- 
cuti(m,  and  that  such  writs  should  be 
enforced  within  three  months.  In  1861 
another  Act  was  passed  to  give  further 
protection  ;  but,  unfortunately,  instead 
of  giving  further  protection  to  the  pur- 
chaser, it  took  away  that  which  he 
already  had.  This  miscarriage  of  the 
Legislature  was  found  out  in  the  recent 
caso  of  Re  Pope,  and  it  created  great 
alarm  among  purchasers  of  land  and 
their  legal  advisers.  It  necessitated 
expensive  searches,  which  were  simply 
prohibitory  in  the  case  of  small  pur- 
chases.    He  proposed  to  require  again 
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that  no  judgment  or  order  should  have 
effect  until  registered.  Another  point 
related  to  l^eceivers  in  Bankruptcy.  He 
was  told  that,  owing  to  the  want  of  a 
central  office,  searches  for  Eeceiving 
orders  were  enormously  expensive  and 
long,  and  in  small  purchases  were  quite 
prohibited  by  the  cost.  He  proposed 
that  all  charges  must  be  registered 
in  the  central  registry.  A  third  point 
dealt  with  in  this  Bill  was  that  of  the 
numerous  class  of  Acts  passed  in  late 
years  enabling  charges  to  be  made  upon 
the  land  for  drainage  and  improvements 
of  various  kinds.  The  present  system 
required  a  large  number  of  different 
searches,  in  spite  of  some  consolidation 
having  been  effected.  They  should  all 
be  registered  in  the  central  office.  He 
thought  that  everybody  must  agree  with 
the  objects  of  this  Bill.  What  he  now 
proposed  was  to  ask  their  Lordships  to 
read  it  a  second  time,  and  then  that  it 
should  be  referred  to  the  same  Com- 
mittee which  would  sit  upon  the  Land 
Transfer  Bill. 

Moted,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2\" 
— {The  Lord  Hohhouse.) 

Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL. 

QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  HARROWBY  :  I  have 
given  the  noble  Marquess  private  Notice 
of  a  Question  upon  two  points  connected 
with  the  Conversion  Bill  upon  which  it 
it  desired  that  a  public  authoritative 
statement  should  be  made.  The  two 
points  are  these — in  the  first  place,  is  it 
to  be  understood,  as  provided  in  the 
Bill,  that  trustees  are  to  treat  the  58. 
bonus  as  income  to  be  paid  to  the  life 
tenant,  or  will  it  be  merely  optional  for 
them  to  do  so  ?  A  distinct  provision  in 
the  former  sense  would  greatly  simplify 
matters  and  relieve  trustees.  Secondly, 
where  a  solicitor  has  to  be  employed 
but  does  not  happen  to  be  the  **  agent '' 
recognized  by  the  Bank  as  the  party  en- 
titled to  receive  the  Is.  6d,  commission, 
is  there  anything  in  the  Bill  to  preclude 
biih  from  making  his  usual  professional 
charge? 

The  prime  MINISTER  and  SE- 
CBETABY  OF  STATE  for  FOREIGN 
AFFAIRS  (The  Marquess  of  Salisbury): 
HaTing  received  private  Notice  of  the 
QuestioDi  I  referred  it  to  my  right  hon. 


Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
who  has  enabled  me  to  answer  it.  The 
Bill  authorizes  trustees  to  treat  the  58. 
bonus  as  interest ;  but  it  was  not  possible 
to  compel  them  to  do  so.  Strictly  the 
bonus  should  have  been  regarded  as 
capital ;  but  in  view  of  the  great  incon- 
venience of  compelling  trustees  to  re- 
invest, especially  in  tho  case  of  the 
smaller  holdings,  it  was  thought  right 
to  give  them  the  option  of  treating  the 
bonus  as  income,  and  relieve  them  from 
responsibility  if  they  so  treated  it.  With 
regard  to  the  second  Question,  solicitors, 
bankers,  and  brokers  will  be  recognized 
as  agents  by  the  Bank.  There  is 
nothing  in  the  Bill  to  prevent  any  man 
receiving  his  usual  professional  remune- 
ration. But  the  commission  of  Is.  6d. 
was  allowed  in  order  to  save  holders 
from  the  necessity  of  sacrificing  a  part 
of  their  bonus  in  order  to  pay  such  pro- 
fessional remuneration,  which  the  com- 
mission itself  was  provided  to  supply. 

SWEATING   SYSTEM, 

• 

The  evidence  taken  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee from  time  to  time  to  be  printed  for  the 
use  of  the  Members  of  this  House  ;  but  no  copies 
thereof  to  be  delivered,  except  to  Members  of 
the  Committee,  until  further  order.      (No.  50.) 

HOUSE   OF  LORDS  (CONSTITUTION)   REFORM 

BILL    [n.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  constitution  of  the  House 
of  Lords— Was  presented  by  The  Lord  Kenry 
{E.  Lunraven  and  Mount' Earl) ;  read  1*. 
(No.  61.) 

women's   suffrage   BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  for  extending  the  right  of  voting  at 
Parliamentary  elections  to  duly  qualified  women 
^Waa  presinted  by  The  Lord  Denman  ;  read  !■. 
(No.  62.) 

PRIVATE    AND     TKOVISIONAL    ORDER    CON- 
FIRMATION  BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Orders  Nos.  92  and 
93  be  suspended  ;  and  that  the  time  for  deposit- 
ing petitions  praying  to  be  heard  against  Pri- 
vate and  Provisional  Order  Confirmation  Bills, 
which  would  otherwise  expire  during  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  at  Easier,  be  extended 
to  the  first  day  on  which  the  House  shall  sit 
after  tho  recess. 

HIGH   SHERIFFS. 

Select  Committee  on :  The  Lords  following 
were  named  of  the  Committee  : — 

L.  President  L.  Clinton. 

{V.  Cranbrook),  L.  Sayo  and  Sele. 

E.  Stanhope.  L.  Leconfield. 

E.  Camperdown.  L.  Hothfield. 

Tho  Committee  to  appoint  their  own  Chairman. 


Tho  Lord  Ktntore  {E,  Kintore) 
chosen  Speaker  in  the  absence  of  the 
Lord  Chancellor  and  tho  Lords  Commis- 


Bioners. 


House  adjourned    at  half  past    Six 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

Friday,  2Srd  March,  1888. 


AEINUTES.]  —  Standing  Committees  —  Law 
and  Courts  of  Justice  and  liOp:ul  Procedure, 
nwiinated  ;  Trade  (including  Agriculture  and 
Fishing),  Shipping,  and  Manufacture,  nomi' 
nated. 

PriJLic  Bills — Resolution,  in  Commiitee^CvLS' 
toms,  Isle  of  Man.* 

Ordered— First  Reading — ^letropolitan  Board  of 
Works  Commission*  [191]. 

First  Reading ^\\&.\\^diy  and  Canal  Traffic  • 
[190]. 

Second  Reading — Westminster  Abbey  [16o] ; 
Stipendiary  ^lagistratos  (Pensions)  [92] 
[House  counted  out]. 

Committee —  Report  —  Third  Readiug  —  Statute 
Law  Revision  •  [18G],  and  passed] 

T/iird  Reading -Army  (Annual)*  [179];  East 
India  (Purchase  and  Construction  of  Kail- 
Mays)*  [143],  Rnd  passed. 

COMIMTTTEE  OF  SELECTION  (STANDING 
COMMITTEES)  (SPECIAL  KEPORT). 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  of  Se- 
lection have  leave  to  make  a  Special 
Beport. 

Sir  JOHN  MOWBEAY  accordingly 
reported  from  tho  Comniittoo  of  Selec- 
tion ;  That  they  had  nominated  tho  fol- 
lowing Members  to  serve  on  tho  Stand- 
ing Committee  for  tho  consideration  of 
all  Bills  relating  to  Law  and  Courts  of 
Justice  and  Legal  Procedure  which  may 
by  Order  of  the  House  be  committed  to 
sucli  Standing  Committee  : — Mr.  Tyssen 
Amherst,  Mr.  Ascjuith,  Sir  G.  Baden- 
Powell,  Mr.  J.  B.  Balfour,  l^lr,  Bartley, 
Mr.  Beach,  Mr.  Beadel,  Mr.  William 
Beckett,  Mr,  George  Cavendish  Bon- 
tinck,  ]^fr.  Bradlaugh,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright, 
Mr.  Bryco,  Mr.  Burdctt  -  Coutts,  Sir 
George  Campbell,  'Mr.  Jesse  Collin gs, 
Mr.  Commins,  Mr.  Curzon,  Colonel 
L)awnay,  Mr.  Dillwyn,  Sir  John  Doring- 
ton,  Colonel  Duncan,  Viscount  Ebring- 
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House  adjourned  during  pleasure.         ton,  Mr.  Arthur  Elliot,   Mr.    John  E. 

House  resumed.  W'%^^^'  ^-I?""'  ^''  ^^T"^  Esmonde, 

Mr.  Fmlay,  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr. 

Gardner,  Mr.  Herbert  Gladstone,  Lord 
Claud  Hamilton,  Sir  W.  Vernon  Har- 
court,  Mr.  T.  "M.  Healy,  Mr.  Staveley 
Hill,  Mr.  Samuel  Hoare,  Mr.  Hobbouse, 
Mr.  Atherley-Jones,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay- 
Shuttle  worth,  Mr.  Kenyon,  Mr.  Compton 
Lawrance,  Sir  Charles  Lewis,  Mr.  Lock- 
wood,  Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Macdonald,  Mr. 
Frederic  Maclean,  Mr.  Swift  MacNeill, 
Mr.  Madden,  Mr.  Mahony,  Mr.  Manim, 
Mr.  Story-Maskelyne,  Mr.  Matthews, 
Mr.  John  Morley,  Mr.  William  O'Brien, 
Mr.  Pickard,  Mr.  Picton,  Sir  John  Poles- 
ton,  Mr.  John  E.  Bedmond,  Mr.  Xtassell, 
Sir  Charles  Eussell,  Mr.  J.  E.  Spencer, 
Sir  Eiohard  Temple,  Mr.  Tomlinson, 
Sir  George  Trevelyan,  Mr.  Howard 
Vincent,  Mr.  Waddy,  Sir  Kiohard 
Webster,  Mr.  Whitmore,  Mr.  Wode- 
house,  and  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley. 

Sir  JOHN  MOWBRAY  further  r#- 
ported  from  the  said  Committee ;  That 
they  had  nominated  the  following  Mem- 
bers to  serve  on  the  Standing  Oommit- 
tee  for  the  consideration  of  all  Bills 
relating  to  Trade  (including  Agriculture 
and  Fishing),  Shipping,  and  Manufac- 
ture, which  ma}',  by  order  of  the  House, 
be  committed  to  such  Standing  Com- 
mittee :  Mr.  Addison,  Mr.  Asher,  Mr. 
Baring,  Mr.  Barran,  Sir  Walter  Bart- 
telot,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach,  Sir 
J'Mward  Birkbock,  Mr.  Bolitho,  Mr. 
J.  C.  Bolton,  Mr.  Bonsor,  Mr.  Boord, 
Mr.  A.  H.  Brown,  Mr.  Brunner,  Mr. 
Burt,  ^Ir.  Joseph  Chamberlain.  Mr. 
Henry  Chaplin,  Mr.  Childers,  Sir  Ed- 
ward Clarke,  Mr.  Colman,  Mr.  W.  J. 
Corbet,  Sir  James  Corry,  Sir  Charles 
Dalrymplo,  Baron  de  Worms,  Mr. 
Dillon,  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland,  Sir  George 
J':iliot,  Mr.  T.  E.  Ellis,  Mr.  R.  V.  Pen- 
rose FitzGerald,  Mr.  Gilliat,  Sir  Julian 
Goldsmid,  Mr.  Goschen,  Mr.  Dwyer 
Gray,  Mr.  Grotrian,  Mr.  A.  W.  Hall, 
Mr.  Hanbury,  Mr.  Frank  Hardcastle, 
Mr.  Timothy  Harrington,  Mr.  Heneage, 
Sir  William  Houldsworth,  Mr.  Howell, 
Mr.  Hoyle,  Mr.  William  Lowther,  Sir 
John  Lubbock,  Mr.  M'Jjagan,  Mr. 
Mundella,  Mr.  Muntz,  Sir  Stafibrd 
Northcote,  Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor,  Sir 
Richard  Paget,  Mr.  Pamell,  Sir  Joseph 
Peaso,  Mr.  Richard  Power,  Mr.  BaUi- 
'  bone,  Mr.  Edmund  Robertson,  Mr.  J. 
Robertson,  Colonel  Saunderson,  Mr. 
Craig  Sellar,  Mr.  Sexton,  Mr.  Sindairi 
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Mr.  Slagg,  Mr.  Samuel  Smith,  Mr.  T.  The  LORD  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H. 

D.  Sullivan,  Mr.  Wharton,  Mr.  Whitley,  A.    Macdonald)    (Edinburgh  and    St. 

Mr.  S.  Williamson,  Mr.  C.  H.  Wilson,  Andrew's   Universities):   My   attention 

Mr.  Winterbotham,  and  Mr.  Wood.  has  been  called  to  this  question,  and  I 

Ordered,  That  the  Eeport  do  lie  upon  ^^^^  ^^de  some  inquiry,  from  which  it 

the  Table.  appears  that  the  Procurator  Fiscal  did 

not   consider  there   was    a  primd  facie 

Q  UE  S  TI 0  N S  ^^^®  made  out  on  the  information  which 

was  laid  before  him ;  and  I  am  informed 

""^^  that,  the  case  being  a  difficult  one,  he 

POST    OFFICE     (SCOTLAND)   -    COM-  consulted  the   Sheriff  Substitute,    who 

MUNICATION  FROM  OBAN  TO  LOCH-  agreed  with  this  view,  and  thought  he 

MADDY.  should  not  interfere.     It  appears  to  be 

Mb.  FRA8EE-MACKINT0SH  (In-  *  ^]^^fon  of  some  doubt  and  intricacy ; 

veme88..hire)     asked    the    Postmaster  f^,    ^  ^^     ?^  ""^t  m®  "^^"«' ^"'^ 

General,  Why  the  mail  communication  f"lly.  and  consider  whether  proceedings 

by  steamer  from  Oban  to  Locbmaddy  ^^""^^^  °°*  ^®  instituted. 

has  been   withdrawn;    whether  he    is  land  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  ACT.  1886 

aware  that  irreat  dissatisfaction  and  m-  t  X  <  vro 

convemence  has  arisen  in  consequence  ,,     ,,_,t_,___  .-.,_  ,_      ,      , 

to  the  people  of  North  Uist ;  and,  whe-  ^,  ^b.  MULHOLLAND  (Londonderry, 

ther  he  can  see  his  way  to  restore  the  N.)  asked  the  Chief   Secretary  to  the 

communication,    which  had  only  been  ^""d    Lieutenant    of  Jrelwid      Whe- 

obtained  a  year  ago  after  much  solicita-  t'^®'",    ^'^    K*^    sanctioned     by     the 

tion  ?  Ijand     Commissioners      under     "  The 

The  postmaster  GENERAL ( Mr.  ^^^^  Purchase  (Ireland)  Act,    1 885." 

Baikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  With  T'"'°nl^nnrnn/f '^°°r.'"°°'  '^^'^!  °^l^ 

a  view  to"  give  effect  to  wishes  froquontly  «^°^'  £2,000.000  has  been  paid  to  the 

expressed,  a  mail  packet  was  recently  ^t^.^^o" !  ^}f  "  ^^^  <"»»8e  ol  the  delay 

established  between  Portree  and  Duu-  which  has  taken  place  in  the  issue  of 

vegan,  calling   at  Lochmaddy  in  both  the  loans ;  and,  whether  interest  will  be 

directions,  and  affording  to  Lochmaddy  "«?'^ed  to  the  vendors  from  the  dates  at 

every  day  of  the  week,  Sunday  excepted,  ^^^J'e  piRMATENTAS ItNDER 

a  convenient  means  of  communicating  c,^^"or-m™^^  ,  ^?i^^   UNDER 

with  the   mainland  vid   Strome  Ferry  ^|*^?^T^;^^X/^''^?r^^'''''',?^^'^^) 

It  is  in  these  circumstances  that  the  con-  ( ^«^t'  ^^^^  of  Thanet)  (who  replied)  said : 

tinuance  of  the  mail  communication  by  T^f,  fig«"8  are  substantially  as  quoted 

steamer    from    Lochmaddy    vid    Oban  m  the  Question.    The  Laud  Purchase 

(which  had  been  afforded    under  very  Commissioners  inform  me  that  loans  are 

different  circumstances)  did  not  appear  Provisionally  sanctioned  as  soon  as  the 

to  the  Government  to  be  justified;  and  Commissioners  are  satisfied  as  to  the 

I  regret  that  I  can  hold  out  no  prospect  f«'='^"ty  >  ^"*  V*  ^^'  ^^  f^"®,  impossible 

of  ite  restoration.  ?  P^^  i*''^'u*^°  purchase  money  until 

the  vendors  have  proved  their  titles  and 

TRUCK  ACTS  (SCOTLAND)-DUNFERM-  executed    the    necessary     conveyances. 

^                   '  Every  possible  facility  is  afforded  them 

LINE  COAL  COMPANY.  ^^^  ^j^jg  purpose ;  but  the  greater  or  less 

Mb.  PRESTON  BRUCE  (Fifeshire,  expedition  must  necessarily  depend  on 

W.)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  the  nature  of  their  titles,  and  on  the 

Ilia  attention  has  been  called   to  an  al*  energy  of  their  solicitors  in  prosecuting 

leged  breach  of  the  Truck  Acts  by  the  the  proceedings.      The   Commissioners 

Danfermline  Coal  Company  in  February  have  no  power  to  allow  interest  on  pur- 

la£t ;  whether  the  complaint  set  forth  a  chase  money  agreed   to    bo   advanced ; 

primd  facie  case  of  breach  of  these  Acts,  but  in  cases  where  proceedings  are  likely 

each  as  would  lead  to  a   conviction  if  to  be  protracted,  landlord?                  'ifi: 

the  facts  were  proved ;  and,  whether  he  themselves  of  the  provisi 

will  communicate  with  the  Procurator  section  of  the  Lanfl  ^  - 

Fiscal,  with  a  view  to  a  reconsideration  1887,  may,  by  tb 

of  his  refusal  to  institute  proceedings  in  chase  money,  ' 

reference  thereto  ?  pending  the 
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tions.    They  may  also,  by  their  agree-  state  the  names  of  the  Charities  and  the 

ments  for  eale,  provide  for  the  payment  places  to  which  they  belong ;  the  volume 

of  interest  by  tenants  pending  the  com-  and  page  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 

pletion  of  the  sale.     It  is  expected  that  Eeports  in  which  the  original  Trusts  are 

over  £200,000  will  be  issued  in  the  pre-  given ;    and,    the    amount  of  property 

sent  month.  and  income  approximately  with  which 

it  is  proposed  to  deal  ? 

VACCINATTON    ACT-MR.    LESLIE  The  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  WiL- 

CBEERY,  CLERK  TO   THE  EAST  ASH-  ^TAM  Hart    Dyke)   (Kent,    Dartford) : 

FORD  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS.  All   Schemes  of  the  Charity  Oommis- 

-kr      ir4T  AT>t.>TVT    /ri\     1,-        r\        \  Pioncrs  which  are  before  the  Education 

^5* A  ^/  .   i?,^*T  "®;  n^""*'^^  Department  are  submitted  to  that  De- 

asked  thePresidentoftho  Local  Govern-  \^^^^  ^^jer  the  proyisions  of  the 

ment  Board  Whether  Mr  LeeheOreery  ^^^^^^^  School  Acts;   and  aU   those 

who     as  Clerk    to   the    Last   Ashford  g^^^^^^           j^      j^    accordance  with 

Board  of  Guardians,  advises  the  Board  g^^jj^^  g  ^^j  ^j^^   ^^t^    ,8g5     ^^  ^^ 

to  prosecute  offenders  against  the  Vac-  ^it^^ation  of  the  existing  Trusts  of  the 

mnation  Act,   is  the  same   Mr    Leshe  Endowments  dealt  with"    The  informs- 

Creery  who,  as  Clerk  tothe  East  Ashford  ^.^^  ^^^^^   ^^  ^^  „               j            ^^ 

Magastrates,    advisee    he  Bench  as   to  amounts  of  income  is  from  time  to  time, 

what  fines  and  costs  should  be  inflicted  ^^^^^^  j^  ^^^^  Appendix  to  the  Annual 

on  them ;  if  so    whether  it  is  in  con-  Reports    of  the  Commissioners.      The 

formity  with  the  Eogulat.ons  of   the  j^/    tt,,^  1887  has  been  forwarded  to 

Local  Government  Board  that  the  legal  ^.e^'nome  Office  for  presentation  to  Her 

adviser  to  the  prosecutors  should  also  be  ^  -^^^     ^^^  ^j,i  ^j^^^^^j    ^  j^^  ^  ^ 

legal  advisor  to  the  magistrates;  and,  T^^ie^ft^o  House.     The  information 

whether,  m  his  capacity  as  clerk  to  he  ^^^^    j^^^  ^^^^^^^  ,jl  difficulty  in  re- 

magistrates,  ho  receives  a  portion  of  the  ^^^^.^    .^           particular  case  to   the 

costs  of  each  of  the  cases,  such  as  for  origintl  Reports  of  the  Commissionen 

summonaes,  and  copies,    administerinc:    ^fr%u     •*.    /^oio  qt\      -u-  i.  -d^ l     

^^4.^      r        I.-  I    •    I  •            •»        r«i    I  of  Chanty  f  1818-37),  which  Keports are 

oaths,  &c.  which,  m  his  capacity  as  Clerk  r  n     •   j       j      t     -ii          -j      au 

.    .,'0       T     ',     ,         j-ji      ij  fully  indexed.     I  will  consider  the  pos- 

to  the  Ciuardians,  ho  has  advised  should  .t  -r.      *     •  •                  r          uv  •-.    * 

be  Droseonted  ?  ^^^^^^^^  ^^  ^^""^"^  ^^  ^^^^^^^  publicity  to 

rpr,,,  Qi.^m>T.^T«  *-nv        oT«  \rrr«  t^^®  Scheme  of  the  Commissioners  in  the 

Ihe  oli.ntETATci  of  STATE    for  i__orf  ^    nflv^  f  a 

THE     HOME     DEPARTMENT     (Mr.  localities  anectea. 

Matthews)     (Birmingham     E.)     (who  GENERAL  CATTLE  DISEASES  FUND- 

replied)  said :  Mr  Creery  is  both  Clerk  to  income  AND  EXPENDrrURB. 

i!^pT^  w   /^^^  ^^'  KENNY  (Cork.    S.)  asked  the 

also  Clerk  to  the  Justices  of  the  I^vision .  ^hief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

tiho  Local  Government  Board  Eec^ula-  ^^r    1     j   xiru^i.  •    xi,    *  *  1              j.    j 

^«o  ^^      4.  1     1     •*!  XI         •  i.    r  1    XI  of  Ireland,  What  IS  the  total  amount  of 

ons  do  not  deal  with  the  point  of  both  .1        .       '          r    xu      n          1    n  x*i 

*i,^o«  «« •  4        4    1    •        u  ij   1      xi  the     income    of    the    General    CatUe 

these  appointments  bem^r   held   by  the  Diseases  Fund  since  the  nassinip  of  the 

same  officer.     I  am   informed  by  Mr.  ^'^seases  j?  una  since  the  passing  or  the 

/^ .  xi    X  •     1  •              -x         mix  C/ontoffious  Diseases    Animals   Act  in 

Creery  that  in  his  capacity  as  Clerk  to  ,0,0  °    j      i,  x  •    41     v  1           /•*        \ 

♦u^  T,    *•    «  I             •        41           X         J  1878,  and  what  is  the  balance  (if  any) 

fi- n      n'        70'^^.«  >•'«  c?ft«  «»<!  now  to  the  credit  of  that  Fund ;  wb^^ 

fiTr  i?^^   iTl     ^'     f  *^^  was  the  amouot  in  the  £1  as«)siUd  by 

are  at  once  credited  to  the  County  Au-  ^j^^  ^ocal  GoTernment  Board  under  th^ 

S  ^'  ^A  »     ''/""^     ?            *"  '*"°^  Contagious  Diseases  Animals  Act.  on 

time,  paid  by  a  fixed  salary.  ^^^^  ^^8j^,,^  Unions  in  Ireland,  and  the 

.^T^T^^.rT^^.x*.  ^^,.  .  r^  dales  upon  which  said  assessments  were 

EDrCATION  DEPAKTMKNT-SniEMES  -^^     and,  whether,   since,  as  directed 

OFTIIE  CIIAIMTY  (OMMl.SSTONEKS.  {^y  ^^[^  ^ec^nt  Order  in  Council,  uteps  are 

Sir   WALTEK    FOSTER    (Derby,  about  being  taken  to  stamp  out  pfeuro- 

Ilkeston)  asked   the  Vice   President  of  pneumonia  in  the  Dublin  District,  by 

the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education,  the  compulsory  slaughter  of  all  cattle 

Whether  tho  Committee  of  Council  on  that  have  been  in  any  way,  however 

Education  have  now  bofore  thorn  any  remotely,  exposed  to  contagion,  and  as 

Schemes  of  tho  Charity  Commissioners  such  compulsory  slaughter  will  benefit 

involving  tho  alteration  of  Trusts  of  any  tho  cattle  trado  not  of  Dublin  alone,  but 
Charities;  and,  if  so,  whether  ho  will ,  of  the  entire  country,  it  is  the  intentioa 
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of  the  Irisli  Government  to  take  advan- 
tage of  section  83,  sub- section  8,  of  the 
Act  of  1878,  to  increase  the  poundage 
rate  throughout  the  entire  of  Ireland  to 
an  extent  under  said  sub-section  suffi- 
cient to  meet  the  claims  for  compensa- 
tion arising  out  of  the  compulsory 
slaughter  of  healthy  animals? 

Thb  parliamentaey  under 

SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  total  amount  received  into 
the  General  Cattle  Diseases  Fund  since 
the  passing  of  the  Act  in  1878  has  been 
£92,648  68.  2id.  The  balance  to  the 
credit  of  the  Fund  on  the  1st  of  the  pre- 
sent month  amounted  to  £9,168  10«.  4d, 
The  assessments  referred  to  have  been 
on  each  occasion  ^d,  in  the  £1.  The 
dates  on  which  they  were  made  are  as 
follow  :— December  24,  1879,  February 
3,  1881,  June  19,  1882,  December  13, 
1883,  July  22,  1885,  and  May  27,  1887 
— averaging  about  £14,300  each  levy. 
Pleuro-pneumonia  has  been  practically 
confined  to  the  Dublin  District  for  a  very 
considerable  period ;  and  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  continued  and  continuous 
existence  of  the  disease  in  the  Dublin 
dairy-yards  is  due  mainly  to  their  in- 
sanitary condition  and  the  manner  in 
which  the  cattle  kept  in  them  are  housed 
and  fed,  and  to  concealment  of  disease 
from  the  proper  authorities.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  would  be  mani- 
festly unfair  to  tax  the  whole  of  Ireland 
to  meet  cases  for  compensation  in  the 
Dublin  District  on  an  equal  scale  with 
the  ratepayers  of  the  affected  Unions. 
The  Government,  however,  recognize 
that  the  recent  Order,  while  absolutely 
necessary,  may  press  severely  on  the 
rates  of  the  Dublin  Unions  if  their  re- 
sources are  at  once  called  upon  to  meet 
all  the  cases  for  compensation  ;  and  they 
are  considering  a  scheme  by  which 
assistance  may  be  given  to  the  districts 
mainly  affected  by  the  Order  in  the 
event  of  its  provisions  being  promptly 
obeyed  and  carried  out. 

LOCAL  TAXATION  (IRELAND)— 
GRANTS  IN  AID. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  (for  Mr.  O'Doherty)  (Donegal, 
N.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, What  proportion  the  annual 
amount  raised  by  county  cess,  borough 
rate,  and  other  town  rates  bears  to  the 
total  amount  raised  by  local  taxation  in 


Ireland  ;  are  any  grants  in  aid  of  such 
county  cess  and  town  rates  made  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer ;  and,  why  are 
the  cesspayers  practically  excluded  from 
such  relief  in  aid  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  According  to  the 
last  Return,  the  total  amount  raised  by 
local  rates  in  Ireland  is  £2,797,451,  and 
the  county  cess,  borough  rate,  and  other 
town  rates  amount  to  £1,760,125,  or  63 
per  cent  of  the  whole.  The  grant  for 
the  maintenance  of  pauper  lunatics  goes 
in  aid  of  the  county  cess.  It  amounts 
to  about  £105,000.  The  counties  also 
benefit  by  the  cost  of  prosecutors  and 
witnesses  in  Crown  cases,  which  were 
formally  provided  for  by  presentment, 
being  now  borne  by  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer and  by  a  small  grant  made  to 
certain  public  infirmaries.  But  these 
are  not,  strictly  speaking,  grants  in  aid 
of  the  county  cess.  In  the  same  way  in 
towns  in  which  the  Commissioners  are 
Urban  Sanitary  Authorities  half  the  cost 
of  the  sanitary  officers'  salaries  is  borne 
by  the  Government ;  but  it  is  the  poor 
rates  which  are  relieved  by  this,  rather 
than  the  town  rates  proper.  I  think  I 
may  take  the  hon.  Member's  Question 
as  indicating  his  wish  that  any  further 
relief  given  to  local  rates  in  Ireland 
should  be  applied  in  aid  of  the  county 
cess  and  town  rates.  I  cannot,  of  course, 
make  any  promise  now;  but  I  note  his 
wish. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND) -PARCEL 
POST— SUNDAY  WORK. 

MR.TUITE(Westmeath,N.)asked  the 
Postmaster  General,  Whether  the  ofH- 
cers  of  the  Parcel  Post  in  Dublin  are 
at  present  obliged  to  work  for  eight 
hours  every  alternate  Sunday  without 
any  extra  pay,  and  are  only  paid  for 
every  hour  they  are  on  duty  after  the 
first  eight  hours ;  whether,  when  the 
Parcel  Post  was  established  in  1883, 
the  then  Postmaster  General  gave  an 
undertaking  that  no  Sunday  duty  would 
be  expected  from  the  officers  engaged  in 
that  service ;  and,  whether,  having  re- 
gard to  the  fact  that  in  London  the  Par- 
cel Post  officers  are  paid  for  every  hour 
they  are  on  duty  on  Sundays,  the  officers 
in  the  Irish  Department  will  be  placed 
on  the  same  footing  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GEK      lAT 
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reply,  said,  he  had  put  himself  in  com- 
munication with  the  Dopartmont ;  and  as 
soon  as  ho  had  received  the  desired  in- 
formation he  would  answer  the  Ques- 
tion  of  the  hon.  Member. 

TUE  MAGISTRACY  (ENGLAND  .VND 
WALES) -Tf  IE  ALNWICK  BEI^CH— 
CONVICTION  FOR  STEALING  JETTI- 
SONED  TIMBER. 

Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
"Wansbock)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Homo  Department,  Whether  it 
is  truo,  as  stated  in  The  Star  newspaper 
on  the  21st  of  March,  1888,  that— 

"  On  the  3l8t  of  December,  188C,  five  men 
and  one  girl  were  brought  before  the  Alnwick 
Bench  of  MagistratcB,  for  having  brought  ofif 
the  beach  some  pieces  of  timber,** 

and  were  fined — 

"  £3,  odd,  each,  with  the  alternative  of  one 
month  each  in  gaol  for  the  men,  and  14  days 
for  the  girl ;  " 

\i'hether  the  girl  was  tiken  to  gaol  on 
Saturday  last,  and  those  of  the  men  who 
have  not  paid  the  fine  are  also  **  threat- 
ened *'  with  imprisonment ;  whether 
the  timber  was  washed  in  with  the  tide, 
and  practically  valueless ;  and,  whether 
he  can  etate  the  reason  why  the  police- 
man refused  the  "  offer  of  the  men  to  go 
to  gaol." 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
imformed  by  the  Clerk  to  the  Alnwick 
Justices  that  five  men  and  a  girl  were 
convicted  on  the  22nd  of  December,  1886, 
for  having  in  their  possession  timber 
which  had  been  jettisoned  from  a 
stranded  vessel,  and  had  been  salved  by 
the  fishermen  and  stacked  on  the  shore. 
The  statutory  penalty  for  this  offence  is 
£20,  or  six  months'  imprisonment.  Four 
men  were  fined  £2 ;  one  man  and  the 
girl  10*. ;  the  alternative  being  a  month 
and  a  fortnight's  imprisonment  respec- 
tively. Time  for  payment  was  given  in 
each  case.  On  the  10th  of  this  month, 
three  of  the  men  only  having  paid,  the 
Justices  issued  commitments  against  the 
rest.  The  girl  paid  on  the  17th  instant. 
The  timber  was  not  valueless ;  two  of  the 
pieces  found  in  the  possession  of  one  of 
the  defendants  were  valued  at  4*.  2i., 
and  four  pieces  in  the  possession  of 
another  defendant  were  valued  at  6«.  lOd, 
The  Justices  did  not  wish  to  send  the 
men  to  prison  if  they  could  help  it. 

Mr.  FENWICK  asked,  whether  it 
was  not  true  that  the  men,  during  tho 

Mr,  RaiJcM 


time  of  the  trade  dispute  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  just  referredi 
said  that  they  could  not  pay  the  fine,  but 
offered  to  serve  their  term  of  imprison- 
ment during  the  trade  dispute ;  whether 
their  offer  to  go  to  prison  was  not  refused 
by  the  policeman  ;  whether  they  did  not 
offer  to  pay  the  amount  of  the  fine  by 
instalments ;  and  whether  that  offer  was 
also  refused  ?  Ho  also  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  state  why  the  sen- 
tence was  deferred  for  such  a  length,  of 
time? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  afraid  I  can 
only  answer  the  last  part  of  the  Question. 
I  understand  the  Justices  to  say  that  the 
payment  was  deferred  from  time  to  time, 
and  that  the  Justices  were  unwilling  to 
send  them  to  prison,  inasmuch  as  the 
men  were  out  on  strike,  and  unable  to 
earn  wages.  Time  was  given  on  five 
occasions,  until  ultimately  three  of  the 
men  paid ;  and  the  Justices  thought  it 
was  unfair  to  those  three  if  proceedings 
were  not  taken  against  the  others. 

Mr.  FENWICK  said,  the  men  told 
the  policeman  that  they  were  unable  to 
pay,  and  that  they  preferred  to  go  to 
prison  during  the  time  of  the  trade  dis- 
pute. Af torwards,  when  the  men  were 
in  employment,  they  took  them  from 
their  homes  when  they  had  offered  to 
pay  the  amount  of  the  fines  by  instal- 
ments. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  give  me  particulars,  I  will 
make  inquiries  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  FENWICK  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  repeat  his  Question,  and  would 
also  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
state  further  why  the  offer  of  the  men 
was  refused. 

ADULTERATION  OF  FOOD  ACTS — 
AMERICAN  REFINED  LARD. 
Dr.  CLABK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  evidence  given  by  George  H. 
Webster,  of  Chicago,  before  the  Gom- 
mitteo  at  Washington,  as  reported  in 
The  Chicago  Tribune;  whether  it  is  the 
case  that  the  American  so-called  refined 
lard  is  composed  of  about  60  per  cent 
of  lard,  25  per  cent  of  cotton  seed  oil, 
and  15  per  cent  of  beef  fats,  and  the 
mixture  is  stiffened  with  lard  stearine ; 
whether  the  manufacturers  of  lard  in 
America  use  about  $4,000,000  worth  of 
cotton  seed  oil,  and  about  $3,000|000 
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vortb  ofbeeffata  ;  whether  a  large  por- ! 
tion  of  this  adulterated  lard  ia  sold  as  a 
food  in  this  country  under  the  name  of 
refined  lard  ;  and,  whether  the  preeont 
Acta  BgaioBt  adulteration  will  meet  ihia 

The  PEE8IDBNT  (Sir  Michael 
HiCKB-BaAcn)  (Briatol,  W.) :  The  Board 
of  Trade  have  not  received  a  copy  of 
TTi*  Chicago  Trihane,  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Uember ;  but  they  have  otBcial 
information  as  to  the  extensive  use  of 
cotton  seed  oil  in  the  United  Statoa  in 
the  manufacture  of  lard.  The  substance 
of  this  information  was  publiabed  in 
Th«  Board  of  Trade  Journal  for  March. 
How  far  thia  adulterated  lard  ia  sold  in 
th«  United  Kingdom  as  food  it  would  be 
impossible  to  say ;  but  lard  is  imported 
io  coDsid arable  quantities  from  the 
United  States.  As  to  bow  far  existing 
Acts  against  adulteration  will  meet  auch 
a  case,  I  am  not  in  a  poailion  to  give 
an  authoritative  opinion  ;  but  it  would, 
no  doubt,  be  contrary  to  the  object  of 
these  Acts  to  eell  an  adulterated 
importation  aa  genuine  lard  of  home 
production. 

LOTTERIES  ACTS-WILLIAM  STKEET 
REFORM  CLUB,  DARWEN. 

Mb.  BYRON  EEED  (Bradford,  E ) 
naked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  hia  atten- 
tion has  beea  called  to  a  lottery  an- 
nounced to  be  held  on  behalf  of  the 
William  Street  Reform  Club,  Darwen, 
on  which  occasion  prizes  consisting  of  a 
piano,  a  gold  watch,  and  other  articlea 
are  to  bo  drawn ;  and,  what  steps  he 
proposes  to  take  in  reference  to  the 
matter? 

Tbk  secretary  of  state  (Mr. 
Matthbwb)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
not  received  any  information  with  regard 
to  this  lottery.  The  local  police  can  pro- 
secute if  there  ia  a  sufficient  case ;  and  I 
do  not  propose  to  interfere. 

BOYAL    UNIVERSITY    OF    IRELAND- 
FELLOWSHIP    IN    NATURAL 
PHILOSOi'ilY. 
Ub.  M'CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  any  appoint- 
ment has  yet  been  made  by  the  Senate 
of  the  Boyal  University  of  Ireland  to 
the  vacant  FeUowifaip  in  Natural  Philo- 
sophy caused  by  the  resignation  of  the 
Verj  Bey.  Q.  UoUoy ;  and,  whether  ' 


can  state  the  date  of  his  resignation,  and 
the  cause  of  the  delay  in  making  the  now 
appotQtment  ? 

The  PARIJAMENTAEY  UNDER. 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KiNa-HAHiiAK) 
(Kent,  lale  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  Senate  of  the  Royal  Univer- 
sity informs  me  that  the  Very  Eev,  Or. 
Molloy  resigned  hia  Fellowship  as  from 
the  18lh  of  April,  1887.  They  have 
postponed  filling  the  vacancy,  pending 
their  deaision  in  regard  to  the  condi- 
tions of  appointment  and  tenure  of 
Pellowsbipa  which  they  have  had  under 
consideration. 

ARMY  {AUXILIARY  FORCES)  —  THE 
VOLUNTEER  PERMANENT  STAFF- 
PLAIN  DRESS  OFF  DUTY. 
Mr.  king  (Hull,  Central)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Why  it  haa 
been  decided  to  withdraw  from  the  Per- 
manent Staff  serving  with  the  Volun- 
teers the  privilege  of  wearing  plain 
clothea  when  not  on  duty,  which  they 
have  hitherto  enjoyed;  whether  Com- 
manding Officers  of  Volunteer  eorpa 
have  been  asked  their  opinion  on  tho 
matter;  and,  whether,  as  a  fact,  the 
majority  of  Oommanding  Officers  have 
exercised  the  discretion  given  them 
under  "Army  Order  84,  1st  March, 
1888,"  par.  474  (a.)  to  permit  Sergeant 
Instructors  to  wear  plain  clothes  P 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.8TANHOPE)(Lincolnehire,Homcastlo): 
Members  of  the  Permanent  Staff  of 
Volunteer  corps  serving  on  their  Line 
engagement  are  soldiers  of  the  Regular 
Army,  and,  as  such,  bound  to  appear  in 
uniform.  The  matter  is  one  of  Army 
discipline,  and  would  not  be  referred  for 
the  opinion  of  Commanding  Officers  of 
Volunteer  corps.  As,  however,  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  Sergeant  In- 
structors serve  are  sometimes  peculiar, 
a  discretion  has  been  given  to  Qeneral 
Officers  commanding  Districts  (but  not 
to  the  Commanding  Officers  of  Volun- 
teer corps,  as  stated  in  my  hon.  Friend's 
Question)  to  allow,  when  expedient,  a 
dispensation  from  t be  strict  Rule. 

DISTURBANCES  (METROPOLISJ.NOVEU- 
BER20-ACTION  OF  THE  POLI' 
Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bef- 

S.WJ  asked  the  Secr-*- 
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otherwise,  of  the  following  statement 
made  bj  Mr.  William  Smith,  bath  at- 
tendant 51,  Lever  Street,  QoswellRoad, 
E.G.:— 

"On  Sunday  afternoon,  20th  November, 
1887,  about  3  o'clock,  T  was  in  a  procession  pro- 
ceeding along  Holborn  to  Hyde  Park.  As  the 
procession  approached  Southampton  Street,  I 
saw  a  cordon  of  police  drawn  right  across  the 
roadway  of  Holborn.  When  the  procession 
was  from  20  to  30  yards  from  the  police,  the 
latter,  without  any  notice  or  warning,  ran  to- 
wards the  procession  with  their  truncheons 
drawn.  Beioro  I  had  time  to  got  out  of  the 
way,  I  was  knocked  down  by  a  policeman  with 
his  fist.  I  was  struck  oo  the  nose  and  mouth  ; 
three  of  my  teeth  were  knocked  out.  I  got  up, 
and  was  immediately  knocked  down  again  by  a 
blow  from  a  policeman's  baton  ov^r  the  right 
eye." 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  If  Mr. 
Smith  will  make  his  statements  not 
through  the  hon.  Member  in  this  House, 
but  to  a  magistrate  or  to  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Police,  thoy  will  be  duly  in- 
quired into.  I  am  informed  that  there 
is  no  record  of  his  having  made  any 
complaint. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL- 
TRUSTEES  OF  MARRIAGE  SETTLE- 
MENTS. 

Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
AVhether  he  has  considered  how  (if  the 
Conversion  Scheme  is  carried)  perform- 
ance is  possible  in  the  case  of  a  covenant 
in  a  marriage  settlement  to  transfer  to 
the  Trustees  thereof,  for  benefit  of  the 
younger  children  within  three  months 
after  covenanter's  death,  £50,000  Bank 
Three  per  Cent  Annuities  ? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 

QUEE   (Mr.  Goschen)   (St.   George's, 

Hanover  Square) :    I   think   the   hon. 

Member  will  find  that  the  case  he  puts 

is  met  by  a  sub-Eection  inserted  in  the 

Bill  on   Tuesday  last,  which  provides 

that— 

"In  any  Act  passed  or  instrument  executed 
before  the  passing  of  this  Act  references  to  any 
stock  liable  to  bo  converted  or  exchanged  in 
pursuance  of  this  Act  may,  if  the  stock  is  so 
converted  or  exchanged,  be  construed  as  refer- 
ences to  new  stock.*' 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (SCOTLAND)— 
SHERIFF     CLERKSHIP     OF    FORFAR- 

SHIRE. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
EoUox)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whe- 
ther the  Sheriff  Clerk&hip  of  Forfarshire 

Mr,  Fichrfgill 
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has  been  filled  up  bj  the  appointment 
of  a  gentleman  holding  the  omce  of  Clerk 
to  the  Justices  of  the  Peace ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  is  intended  that  he  shall  hold 
both  o£B.ce8  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Magdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Universities) :  I  answer  the  first 
part  of  the  Question  Yes,  and  the  second 
No. 

CRIMINAL  L  AW  —  EXECUTIONS  AT 
HEREFORD— THE  EXECUTIONER. 

Sir  EDMUND  LEOHMERE  (Wor- 
cestershire, Bowdlej)  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  proceedings  of  James  Berry,  the 
executioner  employed  to  hang  two  men 
at  Hereford  on  the  20th  of  March  last, 
who  is  reported  in  the  local  papers  to 
have  been 

*'  Feted  at  a  smoking  concert  at  one  of  the 
hotels  in  Hereford  on  the  evening  preceding 
the  execution,  Berry  himself  being  a  per- 
former; '* 

and,  whether,  if  such  a  report  be  tme, 
he  will  take  steps  to  prevent  the  re^ 
petition  of  such  proceedings  on  the  part 
of  the  officer  charged  with  the  duty  of 
carrying  into  effeet  the  extreme  penalty 
of  the  law  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes, 
Sir;  I  have  seen  a  report  in  the  local 
papers  to  the  effect  stated  in  the  Quea* 
tion.  The  hon.  Baronet  is  aware  that 
the  executioner  is  appointed  by  the 
Sheriff;  and  neither  the  Prison  Oom- 
missioners  nor  the  Secretary  of  State 
have  any  control  over  him  or  his  move* 
ments.  In  1885  the  Governors  of 
Prisons  were  instructed  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  inform  the  Sheriff  that  it 
was  desirable  that  the  executioner  should 
be  required  to  reside  and  sleep  in  the 
prison.  I  will  consider  whether,  by 
additional  instructions,  I  can  prevent  a 
repetition  of  such  proceedings  as  the 
hon.  Baronet  has  referred  to. 

WAR    OFFICE— THE    ARMY    MEDICAL 

STAFF. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  AVar  Office  to 
prolong  the  period  of  foreign  service  for 
officers  of  the  Army  Medical  Staff;  and, 
whether,  in  the  event  of  such  an  event 
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taking  place,  any  compensation  will  be 
giTen  for  the  increased  risk  ? 

The  8ECEETAET  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle) :  The  length  of  the  term  of 
forel^  service  will  be  extended  by  one 
year  in  all  departmeuls  in  the  ioteresti 


LiahiUly  Silt. 
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landlord  many  years  ago,  ia  not  entitled 

to  the  privileges  of  tUe  Land  Act  of 
1887  unless  the  lessor  or  landlord  had, 
by  endorsement  in  writing,  consented  to 
the  alienation  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
upwards  of  75  per  cent  of  the  agricul- 
tural leases  in  IJlster  contain  covenants 
of  economy,  and  for  the  purpose  of  '  against  alienation,  and  that  the  practice 
lengthening   the   period   of   service    at  ,  generally  followed  on  the  assigamont  of 


homo.     As  the 

Bvailable   wherever  Her  Majesty  may 

require  it,  no  case  for    compensation 

arises. 


lEELAND-DESTITDTION  IN  ARRAN. 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Qalway,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secreeary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  he  has  received 
any  Reports  from  magistrates  or  others 
as  to  the  destitution  occasioned  on  the 
shallow  soil  of  Arran  by  the  past  dry 
season;  and,  what  measures  have  boea 
undertaken  by  the  Government  to  give 
seed  potatoes  or  other  relief  to  the 
Islanders  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
8E0RETART  fOolonel  Kisa-HaauAs) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
■aid :  The  Qovernment  have  received 
Reports  on  the  present  condition  of  the 
Arran  Islanders,  which  appears  to  be 
mainly  due  to  a  failure  of  the  potato  crop 
last  year.  They  have  arranged  for  the 
distribution  of  seed  potatoes;  but  a  diffi- 
culty has  arisen  in  regard  to  obtaining 
a  suitable  time.  A  private  Relief  Oom- 
mittee  has  been  also  formed,  who  are 
about  to  furnish  the  Islanders  with  a 
supply  of  potatoes  for  current  consump- 
tion. 


IRWH  LAND  COUMISSION— SUB-COM- 
MISSION, CO.  DOWN-FAIR  RENTS- 
DECISION  OF  MR.  E.  GREER,  ANTRIM. 
Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  Mr. 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a  deci- 
sion of  Mr.  Edward  Greer,  Chairman  of 
the  County  Down  Sub  -  Commission, 
delivered  at  Antrim  on  Monday  last, 
whereby  he  dismissed  the  fair  tent 
application  of  a  leaseholder,  named 
GdWard  Nelson,  who  is  a  tenant  on  the 
estate  of  Sir  Richard  Wallace  ;  whether 
Mr.  Greer  held,  on  the  authority  of 
"  Dono  ugh  more  p.  Forrest,"  that  the 
assignee  of  a  lease  which  contains  a 
eiaose  against  alienation,  even  though 
he  had  been  accepted  as  tenant  by  the 


officer  is  ,  leaseholds  there  was  merely  to  enter  the 
'  name  of  the  assignee  in  the  rent-book 
as  the  new  tenant,  and  give  him  the  rent 
receipts  in  his  own  name ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  if  this  narrow  interpretation 
be  put  on  the  word  "lessee"  in  "The 
Irish  Land  Act,  1887,"  more  than  half 
of  the  leaseholders  in  Ulster  will  bo 
debarred  from  having  fair  rents  fised  ; 
and,  whether,  considering  the  import- 
ance of  the  subject,  and  the  danger 
with  which  these  leaseholders  are  threat- 
ened, the  Government  will  take  steps  to 
have  the  benefit  of  the  fair  rent  clause 
secured  to  all  the  leaseholders  to  whom 
it  was  intended  to  apply  ? 

TnB  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Maddes)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  only  appeared  on  the  Paper 
this  morning,  and  I,  therefore,  bare 
been  unable  to  obtain  the  necessary  in- 
formation as  to  the  docision  referred  to 
in  the  Question.  All  I  can  say  at  pre- 
sent is,  that  I  quite  agree  with  the  hoa. 
Member  as  to  the  importance  of  the 
subject ;  and  I  shall  take  care  to  ascer- 
tain the  grounds  of  the  decision  referred 
to,  and  consider  them  with  reference 
to  the  working  of  the  Act  of  last 
year. 

Mr.  DILLON:  I  shall  repeat  the 
Question  after  Easter. 


EMPLOYERS'  LIABILITY  BILL, 
Mb.  BUBT  (Morpeth)  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  he  can  eay  when  the 
second  reading  of  the  Employers'  Lia- 
bility Bill  will  be  taken  f 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.).  in  reply, 
said,  that,  in  regard  to  the  second  read- 
ing, he  wished  to   consult    the    conve- 
nience of  the  hon.  Mi     I      and  others 
who  took  an  interest  in  i 
hon.  Member  would  c 
him  on  the  subji 
second  reading 
ceptable. 
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said :  As  has  been  already  stated  within 
the  past  few  days,  the  QoTemment  are 
anxiously  considering  the  question  of 
the  arrears  in  cases  awaiting  a  hearing 
to  have  fair  rents  fixed  in  Ireland.  They 
are  not  at  present  in  a  position  to  state 
what  steps  the  Land  Commissioners  will 
take  as  regards  individual  counties ;  but 
they  must  manifestly  be  guided  by  con- 
siderations of  the  general  claims  of  the 
public. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN:  Will  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  state  when 
he  will  be  in  a  position  to  give  us  the 
information  ? 

CoLoxEL  KING-HARM  AN :  No,  Sir; 
I  am  afraid  I  cannot  give  the  date. 


BOARD    OF    INLAND   REVENUE— CON- 
TRACTS WITH  DE  LA  RUE  &  CO. 

Mr.  MOWBRAY  (Lancashire,  Prost- 
wich)  asked  Mr.  ChancoUor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, with  reference  to  the  contracts 
entered  into  by  the  Board  of  Inland 
Eovenue  in  1880  with  the  firm  of  Do  la 
liuo  and  Company,  ^Whether  ho  has 
called  upon  the  Board  of  Inland  Re- 
venue for  any  explanation  of  the  circum- 
stances under  which  those  contracts  were 
made? 

Mii.  HANBURY  (Preston)  also  asked, 
AVhether  the  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ment itself  had  made  any  contract  with 
Mes&rs.  De  La  Rue  &  Co.  for  the  sup- 
ply of  its  own  Department  ? 

The  OHANOELLOR  oftheEXCHE- 
QUKR  (Mr.  QoscnEN)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  did  not  call  upon 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  for  such 
an  explanation,  for  they  at  once  com- 
municated with  the  Treasury  on  the 
subject,  and  inclosed  a  copy  of  a  Minute 
drawn  up  and  signed  by  Sir  Charles 
Herries,  who,  in  1880,  was  Chairman  of 
the  Board,  in  which  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  arrangements  with 
Messrs.  De  La  Rue  wore  concluded  are 
fully  detailed.  I  propose  to  Iny  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  a  coi)y  of  the 
communication  of  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue  and  of  its  inclosure.  I  may 
add  that  the  Board — though  they  do  not 
by  any  means  accept  the  figures  given 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster 
General  as  correct,  and  I  did  not  under- 
stand him  to  have  any  authentic  infor- 
mation on  the  subject— have  long  been 
aware  that,  owing  to  the  fall  in  prices 
and  improved  processes  of  production, 
it  is  tolerably  certain  that  when  the 
contract  expires  in  1890  considerable 
savings  will  be  effected. 

lUTSn  LAND  COiimSSION— FAIR  RENT 
ArPLICATIONS,   00.  DOWN. 

Mr.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the 
new  arrangements  to  be  made  in  order 
to  expedite  the  hearing  of  fair  rent 
applications  in  the  County  of  Down, 
Whether  he  can  now  state  what  those 
arrangements  are  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Culonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,   Isle  of  Thanet)  (who   replied) 


ELEMENTARY    EDUCATION    COMMIS- 
SION— TECHNICAL  EDUCATION. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  has  ascertained  what  are  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Elementary  Education  Com- 
mission as  to  presenting  a  preliminazy 
Report  on  Technical  Education;  and, 
whether  they  intend  to  present  such  a 
Report  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  No, 
Sir ;  I  have  not  been  able  to  ascertain 
what  are  the  intentions  of  the  Elementary 
Education  Commission  as  to  presenting 
a  Report  on  Technical  Education. 

Sir  BERNHARD  SAMUELSON 
(Oxfordshire,  Banbury)  (a  Member  of 
the  Commission)  said,  he  might  be 
allowed  to  state  that  the  Oommission 
had  considered  the  question  on  the  pro- 
ceding  day,  and  had  decided  not  to 
make  a  preliminary  Report  for  the 
present. 

JOINT  STOCK  LIMITED  LIABILITY 
COMPANIES-INVESTMENTS. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlaohie) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasary, 
Whether  he  can  state  approximately  the 
total  sum  which  has  been  invested  in 
Joint  Stock  Limited  Liability  Compaq* 
nios  since  tho  passage  of  the  Act  of 
1862? 

Tue  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
Government  havo  no  information  which 
would  enable  me  to  state,  even  approxi- 
mately, what  sum  has  been  invested  in 
Joint  Stock  Limited  Liability  Uompaniei 
since  the  Act  of  1862, 
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FINANCE,  &c.— SURPLUSES  OF  CIVIL 
LIST  CLASSES. 

Mr.  E.  ROBERTSON  (Dundee)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther there  is  now  any  objection  of  a 
public  character  to  laying  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  Copy  of  such 
Directions  as  may  have  been  made  from 
time  to  time  by  the  Lord  High  Trea- 
surer or  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury, 
in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of 
1  Vtet,  c.  2,  s.  9,  with  reference  to  any 
savings  or  surplus  on  any  of  the 
Classes  of  the  Civil  List,  that  at  the  end 
of  each  year  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the 
Lord  High  Treasurer  or  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Treasury  for  the  time 
being,  or  any  three  or  more  of  them,  to 
direct  the  same  to  be  applied  in  aid  of 
the  charges  or  expenses  of  any  other 
Class  (except  the  Fifth  Class),  or  of  any 
charge  or  charges  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Civil  List  Revenues,  in  such  manner  as 
may,  under  the  circumstances,  appear  to 
be  most  expedient  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  I  can 
hold  out  no  hope  of  laying  upon  the 
Table  any  directions  issued  by  the 
Treasury  in  regard  to  the  savings  on 
the  Civil  List.  The  arrangement  be- 
tween the  Crown  and  Parliament  is  that 
the  Civil  List  is  only  brought  under  the 
review  of  the  House — (1)  when  there 
has  been  an  excess  on  the  expenditure ; 

(2)  on  the  demise  of  the  Sovereign  ;  or 

(3)  when  an  application  is  made  for  a 
provision  in  excess  of  the  amount 
fixed.  None  of  these  circumstances  at 
present  exist,  and  the  question  is  not, 
therefore,  one  with  which  the  House 
can  deal.  I  would  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  on  the  19th  of  March, 
1872,  a  similar  question  was  brought 
before  the  House  by  Sir  Charles  Dilke. 
The  Return  was  refused  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  and  after  debate  the 
view  of  the  Government  was  supported 
by  an  overwhelming  majority.  The 
I  FieL  c.  2,  s.  9,  is  to  the  effect  that 
the  Treasury  may  direct  savings  in  any 
Class  of  the  Civil  List  to  be  applied  at 
the  end  of  the  year  in  aid  of  any  other 
Classes  (except  the  Fifth  Class,  Pensions), 
or  of  any  charge  on  Civil  List  Revenues, 
in  such  manner  as  may,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, be  most  expedient. 

Mb.  R  ROBERTSON  asked  whether 
the  refusal  of  the  House  was  not  due 


rather  to  a  speech  made  just  before  by 
Sir  Charles  Dilke  at  Newcastle  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  may  be  so ; 
but  I  have  no  information  on  the  matter. 

RAILWAYS  AND   DEEP  SEA  FISHERY 
HARBOURS  (IRELAND). 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Qalway,  N.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  When  the 
Government  intend  to  propose  measures 
to  give  effect  to  the  recommendation  of 
the  Royal  Commission  appointed  by  the 
present  Government  to  consider  the 
question  of  an  extension  of  railways  and 
of  deep  sea  fishery  harbours  in  Ireland  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  The 
Commissioners  themselves  settled  the 
order  in  which  they  should  deal  with 
the  questions  referred  to  them,  and 
selected  the  drainage  question  as  tlio 
one  which  was  most  urgent.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  are  pushing  for- 
ward the  stops  necessary  for  giving 
effect  to  the  drainage  part  of  the  Com- 
missioners' Report ;  but  they  are  not 
prepared  to  deal  with  the  further  ques- 
tions of  extension  of  railways  and  deep 
sea  fishery  harbours,  both  of  which  in- 
volve large  financial  arrangements,  and 
both  of  which  will  require  legislation, 
till  they  have  had  more  time  to  consider 
the  matter. 

Colonel  NOLAN :  Do  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  deal  with  the  matter  this 
Session  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  am  not  yet 
able  to  say ;  but  I  hope  to  be  able  to 
inform  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
after  Easter. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— THE 
WEXFORD  UNION. 

Mr.  J.  BARRY  (Wexford,  S.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Has  his 
attention  been  called  to  the  Resolutiou 
of  the  Guardians  of  Wexford  Union, 
passed  on  Saturday  last,  as  follows : — 

"That  we  are  greatly  disappointed  at  the 
aotion  of  the  Land  Commissioners  in  only 
setting  down  137  cases  for  hearing  in  this 
Union  at  the  forthcoming  Sub- Commission  ; 
whereas  we  understand  that  nearly  1,000  ap- 
plications from  this  Union  to  fix  fair  rents  were 
made  before  the  1st  of  November,  1887 ;  " 

and,  when  do  the  Government  hope  to 
announce  their  intention  as  to  strength- 
ening the  Land  Oomniissions  ? 

The  FIRST  t/)RD  i  .  W.  H. 
Smith)  ({  '  at- 


191 


India— The 


{COMMONS}  Sikkim  Expeditum. 


192 


tention  has  only  beon  drawn  to  the 
Hesolution  of  the  Guardians  of  Wexford 
Union  by  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
do  what  they  can  to  hasten  the  hearing 
of  the  applications  to  fix  fair  rents. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  this  was  about  the  40th  time  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  promised 
that.  He  asked,  would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  give  them  some  do6nite 
idea  as  to  whether  the  Government  in 
Ireland  were  waiting  until  the  tenants' 
six  months'  period  of  redemption  ran 
out,  when  their  last  chance  of  benefiting 
by  the  Land  Act  of  the  past  year  would 
be  gone  before  taking  steps  in  the 
matter  ? 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  perfectly  aware  of 
the  difficulty.  He  knows  that  it  is  not 
such  an  easy  and  simple  matter  as  it 
looks  to  increase  the  strength  of  the 
Land  Commission  to  the  extent  that  is 
necessary.  The  Government  fully  re- 
cognize the  importance  and  urgency  of 
the  matter,  and  they  are  doing  their 
best  to  press  it  forward. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  four  months  have  now  elapsed 
since  something  over  40,000  cases  have 
been  put  into  the  Land  Court,  and  that 
they  have  done  nothing  to  meet  the 
emergency,  when  they  will  be  able  to  do 
something  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers 
that  Question,  will  ho  be  kind  enough  to 
state  for  the  information  of  those  who 
are  interested  in  this  question — and  they 
include  every  Member  representing  an 
agricultural  constituency  in  Ireland — 
whether  he  can  give  the  information  re- 
quired before  the  House  adjourns  for 
Easter  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  I  really  do 
not  know  what  answer  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber expects  beyond  that  which  I  have 
already  given — namely,  that  I  am  doing 
all  I  can  to  press  on  vhe  matter.  That, 
surely,  ought  to  satisfy  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man give  us  some  indication  of  what  are 
the  difficulties  standing  in  his  way  ?  Is  it 
that  there  are  not  a  sufficient  number 
of  applicants  for  Sub-Commissioner- 
ships? 

Mr.  JF.  IT.  Smith 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  In  order  to  aToid 
attention  being  called  to  the  subject  by 
a  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House,  will  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
state  whether  there  are  any  more  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  the  present  Oo- 
vemment  than  existed  in  1881,  when 
means  were  immediately  taken,  after  the 
passing  of  the  Land  Act  of  that  year,  to 
appoint  a  sufficient  number  of  Sub-Com- 
missioners ;  and,  whether  there  were  not 
more  applications  in  1881  than  there  are 
now  in  1888 ;  and  what  are  the  difficul* 
ties  which  the  Gt)vernmcnt  experience? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Obviouely,  I 
cannot    answer  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  Question  as  to  what  was 
done  in  1881  without  Notice ;  but  I  think 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will 
see  that  there  are  necessarily  difficulties 
in  the    matter.      There  are    Treasury 
difficulties,  and  there  are  difficulties  in 
appointing  the  necessary  Sub-Commis* 
sioners — if,   indeed,   the  method  to  be 
adopted  by  the  Government  necessarily 
consists  of  appointing  extra  Sub-Com- 
missioners.    But  I  am  desirous,  if  I  can, 
of  finding  some  other  method  than  that, 
and  that  necessarily  causes  delay. 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  BILL. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Muitdella  (Sheffield, 

Brightside), 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  or 
TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.),  said,  his  object  in  put- 
ting down  the  Bill  for  the  5th  of 
April  was  that  he  should  then  be  able  to 
name  a  day  for  the  second  reading.  He 
was  anxious  to  take  the  second  readinff 
as  soon  as  possible,  in  order  that  the  BiU 
might  be  referred  to  a  Grand  Com- 
mittee. 

INDIA- THE  SIKKIM  EXPEDITION. 

lihi.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
askod  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  any  news  had  been  re- 
ceived to  day  from  Sikkim  V 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  Joun  Gorst)  (Chatham): 
I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  inform  the 
House  that  a  telegram  received  this 
morning  from  the  Viceroy  at  Calcutta 
states  that — 

**  The  Lingua  Fort  has  been  oocapied  witii* 
out  resistance;  garrison  has  fled;  fort  now 
being  demolished." 
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ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY, 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

PERPETUAL  PENSIONS. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton), 
in  rising  to  call  attention  to  the  Keport 
of  the  Select  Committee  on  Perpetual 
Peneions,  and  to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  steps 
should  be  forthwith  taken  to  give  effect  to  the 
Report  of  the  said  Committee  ;  and  that,  con- 
■idering  the  large  and  increasing  annual  charge 
upon  the  country  for  general  pensions  and  non- 
effective services,  it  is  desirable  to  adopt  mea- 
sures for  the  thorough  revision  of  the  entire 
pension  system," 

said,  that  the  subject  divided  itself  into 
two  heads,  of  which  the  first — namely, 
that  relating  to  perpetual  pensions — 
had  now  become  ot'  comparatively  minor 
importance,  for  since  the  matter  was 
first  raised  in  the  House  a  large  number 
of  perpetual  pensions  had  disappeared 
by  commutation.  The  second  portion 
of  the  Motion  was  not  only  very  much 
the  more  important,  but  was  also  much 
the  more  difficult,  because  on  the  first 
he  was  fortified  in  the  action  he  now 
took  bj  the  unanimous  Heport  of  the 
Select  Committee,  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment's own  Attorney  Geoeral  sat;  ou 
the  second  —  though  he  could  easily 
point  out  the  evil — he  did  not  pretend 
he  could  be  as  clear  as  to  what  the 
proper  remedy  for  the  evil  was.  It 
might  be — though  he  hoped  it  would 
not  be — that  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Faddington  (Lord  Ean- 
dolph  Churchill)  would  think  that  he 
had  a  right  to  complain  that  in  the 
Beoond  part  of  the  Motion  he  was 
trespassing  on  the  gpround  he  was  at- 
tempting. If  he  did,  he  should  plead 
aa  an  excuse  that  in  one  of  the  noble 
Lord's  speeches  during  the  vacation  he 
held  out  to  him  an  inducement  to  take 
the  matter  up  in  the  House.  He  would 
now  refer  to  the  Keport  of  the  Select 
Committee,  in  which  they  were  unani- 
moos,  although  the  Kadical  element  in 
the  Committee  was  in  a  perfectly  small 
minority.    The  Committee  reported — 

VOL.  COOXXIV.    [thibd  sekies.] 


'•That  pensions,  allowances,  and  payments 
ought  not  in  future  to  he  granted  in  perpetuity, 
on  the  ground  that  all  such  grants  should  he 
limited  to  the  persons  actually  rendering  the 
services  intended  to  be  rewarded  hy  such  grants, 
and  that  such  rewards  should  he  wholly  or  in 
main  part  defrayed  hy  the  generations  bene- 
fited by  the  services  so  recognized.  That  it 
is  unjust  that  future  generations  should  bo 
burdened  with  payments  to  persons  who  have 
had  no  share  in  the  original  services.  That 
offices  with  salaries  and  without  duties,  or  with 
merely  nominal  duties,  should  be  abolished. 
That  all  existing  perpetual  pensions,  allowances, 
and  payments,  and  all  hereditary  offices  should 
bo  determined  and  abolished.  That  in  all  such 
commutations  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  should 
take  into  consideration  the  circumstances  of 
such  pension,  allowance,  or  payment,  and 
whether  or  not  any  real  service  had  been 
rendered  by  the  original  grantee  or  was  now 
performed  by  the  actual  hmder  of  the  office." 

The  Committee  further  reported — 

**  That  in  all  cases  the  method  of  commuta- 
tion ought  to  involve  and  insure  a  real  and 
substantial  saving  to  the  nation." 

He  now  asked  the  House  to  give  effect 
to  the  recommendation  of  the  Committee, 
and  in  doing  so  he  trusted  that  he  should 
be  fortunate  enough  not  to  raise  any 
kind  of  Party  feeling,  and  that  he 
should  win  the  consent  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  carry  out  the  recommendations 
of  a  Committee  of  which  their  own 
Attorney  General  was  a  Member. 
There  now  remained  uncommuted  76 
perpetual  pensions,  involving  an  annual 
payment  of  between  £60,000  and 
£70,000,  and  they  varied  from  £19,000 
a-year  to£l  and  a  few  shillings  a-year. 
He,  however,  proposed  to  deal  on  this 
occasion  with  only  two,  one  relating  to 
the  Duchy  of  Cornwall  and  one  relating 
to  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster.  With  re- 
gard to  the  former,  amounting  to 
£16,216,  it  appeared  that  it  was  granted 
in  1838  to  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall  for 
the  loss  of  the  annual  revenue  of 
£1 1,536  derived  from  tin  coinage  duties, 
post  groats,  and  white  rents.  It  ap- 
peared, however,  that  for  the  10  years 
preceding  the  Ist  of  October,  1838,  the 
Duchy  of  Cornwall  had  only  received 
£10  per  annum  in  respect  of  these 
post  groats.  By  a  Treasury  Minute 
dated  1839,  it  was  stated  that  His 
Majesty  King  William  IV.  had  ex- 
pressed his  intention  that  the  post  groats 
in  Cornwall  should  cease  after  the  5th 
of  April,  1841,  on  the  termination  of 
the  existing  lease,  and  that  Her  present 
Majesty  on  her  accession  had  been 
pleased  to  confirm  such  intentions^  and 

H 


175            General  Cattle               {COMMONS}  DiuaHiFimi.           17^ 

tions.    They  may  also,  by  their  agree-  state  the  names  of  the  Charities  and  the 

ments  for  eale,  provide  for  the  payment  places  to  which  they  belong ;  theTolume 

of  interest  by  tenants  pending  the  com-  and  page  of  the  Charity  Commissioners 

pletion  of  the  sale.     It  is  expected  that  Eeports  in  which  the  original  Trusts  are 

over  £200,000  will  be  issued  in  the  pre-  given ;    and,    the    amount  of  property 

sent  month.  and  income  approximately  with  which 

it  is  proposed  to  deal  ? 

VACCINATION    ACT-MR.    LESLIE  The  VICE  PRESIDENT  (Sir  WiL- 

CEEERY,  CLERK  TO   THE  EAST  ASH-  LTAM  Hart    Dyke)   (Kent,    Dartford) : 

FORD  BOARD  OF  GUARDIANS.  AH   Schemes   of   the  Charity  Oommis- 

•\r       tr*T  ATn:>xT    //-.i     i.*        /-i         \  siouers  which  are  bofore  the  Education 

^5\i.^^/  *   1?,^^T      ',  n'"'^"^  Department  are  submitted  to  that  De- 

asked  the  President  ofthe  Local  Govern-  pjtmont  under  the  provisions  of  the 

mentBoard  Whether  Mr  Leslie  Oreery  Endowed  School  Acts;   and   all   those 

who     as  Clork    to  the    Last    Ashford  ^-^^^^^           -^^      in    accordance  with 

Board  of  Guardians,  advises  the  Board  g^^^j^,^  9*;^  ^^^   ^^^     18gg     ^^^  ^^ 

to  prosecute  offenders  against  the  Vac-  ^it^^tion  of  the  existing  Trusts  of  the 

cination  Act,   is  the  same  Mr    Leslie  Endowments  dealt  with?   The  informa- 

Creery  who,  as  Clerk  to  the  East  Ashford    .- „„i,^j    „„   x^   ««.«^„    .vi-^^     ^^a 

•tr-ii.          J*        xi      -D      t.         1.  tion  asked   as  to  names,   places,    and 

Magistrates,   advises  the  Bench  as  to  ^^^^^^^  of  income  isfrom  time  to  time, 

what  fines  and  costs  should  be  .nHicted  ^^^^^^  j^  j,^^  Appendix  to  the  Annual 

on  them ;  if  so    whether  it  is  m  con-  j^        ^^    ^j  the  Commissioners.      The 

formity  with  the  Eogulations  of  the  j^^       f^^  jgg^  ^^  ^^^^  forwarded  to 

Local  Government  Board  that  the  legal  .he'^Home  Office  for  presentation  to  Her 

adviser  to  the  prosecutors  should  also  he  ^j  .^^^     ^^  ^j,i  ^^^^^^    y^  j^j^  ^^  ^ 

legal  advisor  to  the  magistrates;  and,  Table  of  the  House.     The  information 

whether,  in  Ins  capacity  as  clerk  to  he  ^j^^^    j^^^  ^^^^^^^  ^^  difficulty  in  re- 

magistrates,  ho  receivos  a  portion  of  the  f^„jj*    j^           particular  case  to   the 

costs  of  each  of  the  cases,  such  as  for  ^^j  j^^  Reports  of  the  Oommisaionen 

summonses,  and  copies,    administering  ^^  g^^j^    r  18 18-87),  which  Eeporte  are 

oaths,  &c.  which,  in  his  capacity  as  Clerk  j^j,    j^^^^^      j  ^jjj  ^^^^^^^  ^^ 

to  tno  (iuaruians,  he  has  advised  should  •u-r*      *     •  •       «      «  r      -.  ui*  -j.    x 

be  Droseonted  ?  ®^^''^^^  ^^  ^^""^"^  ^^  ®^'^^®''  publicity  to 

rr„„  QT^niDT^rr  A  -n  V        orp .  rn^  the  Scheme  of  the  Commissioners  in  the 

liiE  oECKETAkY  of  STATE    for  i^^oI-x-     ^a^  i.^j 

THE     HOME     DEPARTMENT     (Mr.  localities  atlectea. 

Matthews)     (Birmingham     E.)     (who  GENERAL  CATTLE  DISEASES  FUND- 

replied)  said  :  Mr  Creery  is  both  Clerk  to  incOME  AND  EXPENDITURE. 

?i'!^pT*ff.7  tT^  ^^'  KENNY  (Cork.    S.)  asked  the 

also  Clerk  to  the  Justices  of  the  Division.  ^^^^^  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 

tine  LK)cai  Government  Board  Eecrula-  ^^t    ^     a   ttt-u^a  •    at,^  x  *  i  ^          *,    m 

^^^  A^  ^  4.  A     1     -iu  XI         •  4    r  V  *u  of  Ireland,  What  is  the  total  amount  of 

ons  do  not  deal  with  the  point  of  both  ^i        .                  r    xi.      n          i    n  j.1.1 

*v,^«^  «,.     •  *        *    u  •        u  ij   1      xu  the     income    of    the    General    Cattle 

these  appointments  being   held   by  the  i^x.^^.^^  Yxmd.  since  the  nassinip  of  tha 

same  officer.     I  am   informed  by  Mr.  ^nseases  j?  una  since  the  passing  or  the 

ci i.1    i.  •     u-              -i.         mix  Contaffious  Diseases    Animals   Act  m 

Ureery  that  in  his  capacity  as  Clork  to  |o-«         l      1    t  *    tl     1    1           Cf        \ 

the  Justices  he  receives  the  costs   a„d  „o; 'J  U,e''credit''of^hat'Fund;  ^Jl 

fees  payable  on  all  convictions;  but  they  ^^  j^e  amount  in  the  £1  assesi^  by 

are  at  once  credited  to  the  County  Au-  ^,.3  Local  Government  Board  under  the 

hority,  as  he  is  and  has  been  for  some  c^^t     i„„s  Dj^^^.e,  A„i^,l,  Act,  oa 

time,  paid  by  a  fixed  salary.  ^j^^  ^^Kj^,,^  Unions  in  Ireland,  and  the 

r^T>^.« .  rr,,^,, dates  upon  which  said  assessments  were 

EDUCATION   DEPART.MKNT-SriIEMES  jj     and,  whether,   since,  as  directed 

OF  THE  CHARITY  C(  ^MMLSSloNKRS.  {,y  ^-{.^  recent  Order  in  Council,  utepe  are 

Sir    WALTER    FOSTER    (Derby,  about  being  taken  to  stamp  out  pleuro- 

Ilkeston)  asked   the  Vice   President  of  pneumonia  in  the  Dublin  District,  by 

the  Committee  of  Council  on  Education,  the  compulsory  slaughter  of  all  cattle 

Whether  the  Committee  of  Council  on  that  have  been  in  any  way,  however 

Education  have  now  bofore  them  any  remotely,  exposed  to  contagion,  and  as 

Schemes  of  the  Charity  Commissioners  such  compulsory  slaughter  will  benefit 

involving  the  alteration  of  Trusts  of  any  the  cattle  trade  not  of  Dublin  alone,  but 

Charities;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  of  the  entire  country,  it  is  the  intentioa 

Colonel  King-Harman 
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of  the  Irisli  Goyernment  to  take  advan- 
tage of  section  83,  sub- section  8,  of  the 
Act  of  1878,  to  increase  the  poundage 
rate  throughout  the  entire  of  Ireland  to 
an  extent  under  said  sub-section  suffi- 
cient to  meet  the  claims  for  compensa- 
tion arising  out  of  the  compulsory 
slaughter  of  healthy  animals? 

The  PARLIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETAEY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  total  amount  received  into 
the  General  Cattle  Diseases  Fund  since 
the  passing  of  the  Act  in  1878  has  been 
£92,648  68.  2^^.  The  balance  to  the 
credit  of  the  Fund  on  the  1st  of  the  pre- 
sent month  amounted  to  £9,168  10«.  4d, 
The  assessments  referred  to  have  been 
on  each  occasion  ^d.  in  the  £1.  The 
dates  on  which  they  were  made  are  as 
follow  :— December  24,  1879,  February 
3,  1881,  June  19,  1882,  December  13, 
1883,  July  22,  1885,  and  May  27,  1887 
— averaging  about  £14,300  each  levy. 
Pleuro-pneumonia  has  been  practically 
confined  to  the  Dublin  District  for  a  very 
considerable  period ;  and  there  can  be  no 
doubt  that  the  continued  and  continuous 
existence  of  the  disease  in  the  Dublin 
dairy-yards  is  due  mainly  to  their  in- 
sanitary condition  and  the  manner  in 
which  the  cattle  kept  in  them  are  housed 
and  fed,  and  to  concealment  of  disease 
from  the  proper  authorities.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  would  be  mani- 
festly unfair  to  tax  the  whole  of  Ireland 
to  meet  cases  for  compensation  in  the 
Dublin  District  on  an  equal  scale  with 
the  ratepayers  of  the  affected  Unions. 
The  Government,  however,  recognize 
that  the  recent  Order,  while  absolutely 
necessary,  may  press  severely  on  the 
rates  of  the  Dublin  Unions  if  their  re- 
sources are  at  once  called  upon  to  meet 
all  the  cases  for  compensation  ;  and  they 
are  considering  a  scheme  by  which 
assistance  may  be  given  to  the  districts 
mainly  affected  by  the  Order  in  the 
event  of  its  provisions  being  promptly 
obeyed  and  carried  out. 

LOCAL  TAXATION  (IRELAND)— 
GRANTS  IN  AID. 

Mb.  ARTHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  (for  Mr.  O'Doherty)  (Donegal, 
N.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
qner.  What  proportion  the  annual 
amount  raised  by  county  cess,  borough 
rate,  and  other  town  rates  bears  to  the 
total  amount  raised  by  local  taxation  in 


Ireland  ;  are  any  grants  in  aid  of  such 
county  cess  and  town  rates  made  from 
the  Imperial  Exchequer ;  and,  why  are 
the  cesspayers  practically  excluded  from 
such  relief  in  aid  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  According  to  the 
last  Return,  the  total  amount  raised  by 
local  rates  in  Ireland  is  £2,797,451,  and 
the  county  cess,  borough  rate,  and  other 
town  rates  amount  to  £1,760,125,  or  63 
per  cent  of  the  whole.  The  grant  for 
the  maintenance  of  pauper  lunatics  goes 
in  aid  of  the  county  cess.  It  amounts 
to  about  £105,000.  The  counties  also 
benefit  by  the  cost  of  prosecutors  and 
witnesses  in  Crown  cases,  which  were 
formally  provided  for  by  presentment, 
being  now  borne  by  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer and  by  a  small  grant  made  to 
certain  public  infirmaries.  But  these 
are  not,  strictly  speaking,  grants  in  aid 
of  the  county  cess.  In  the  same  way  in 
towns  in  which  the  Commissioners  are 
Urban  Sanitary  Authorities  half  the  cost 
of  the  sanitary  officers'  salaries  is  borne 
by  the  Government ;  but  it  is  the  poor 
rates  which  are  relieved  by  this,  rather 
than  the  town  rates  proper.  I  think  I 
may  take  the  hon.  Member's  Question 
as  indicating  his  wish  that  any  further 
relief  given  to  local  rates  in  Ireland 
should  be  applied  in  aid  of  the  county 
cess  and  town  rates.  I  cannot,  of  course, 
make  any  promise  now;  but  I  note  his 
wish. 

POST  OFFICE  (IRELAND) -PARCEL 
POST— SUNDAY  WORK. 

MR.TUITE(Westmeath,N.)a9kedthe 
Postmaster  General,  Whether  the  offi- 
cers of  the  Parcel  Post  in  Dublin  are 
at  present  obliged  to  work  for  eight 
hours  every  alternate  Sunday  without 
any  extra  pay,  and  are  only  paid  for 
every  hour  they  are  on  duty  after  the 
first  eight  hours ;  whether,  when  the 
Parcel  Post  was  established  in  1883, 
the  then  Postmaster  General  gave  an 
undertaking  that  no  Sunday  duty  would 
be  expected  from  the  officers  engaged  in 
that  service ;  and,  whether,  having  re- 
gard to  the  fact  that  in  London  the  Par- 
cel Post  officers  are  paid  for  every  hour 
they  are  on  duty  on  Sundays,  the  officers 
in  the  Irish  Department  will  be  placed 
on  the  same  footing  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)    (Cambridge    University),     in 
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reply,  said,  he  had  put  himself  in  com- 
munication with  the  Department ;  and  as 
Boon  as  he  had  received  the  desired  in- 
formation he  would  answer  the  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member. 

TUE  MAGISTRACY  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES) -THE  ALNWICK  BENCH- 
CONVICTION  FOR  STEALING  JETTI- 
SONED TIMBER. 

Mr.  FENWICK  (Northumberland, 
Wansbeck)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  Whether  it 
is  true,  as  stated  in  The  Star  newspaper 
on  the  21st  of  March,  1888,  that— 

"  On  the  3l8t  of  December,  188C,  fire  men 
and  one  girl  were  brought  before  the  Alnwick 
Bench  of  Magistrates,  for  having  brought  off 
the  beach  some  pieces  of  timber," 

and  were  fined — 

"  JS3,  odd,  each,  with  the  alternative  of  one 
month  each  in  gaol  for  the  men,  and  li  days 
for  the  girl ;  " 

whether  the  girl  was  tiken  to  gaol  on 
Saturday  last,  and  those  of  the  men  who 
have  not  paid  the  fine  are  also  **  threat- 
ened "  with  imprisonment ;  whether 
the  timber  was  washed  in  with  the  tide, 
and  practically  valueless ;  and,  whether 
he  can  etate  the  reason  why  the  police- 
man refused  the  **  offer  of  the  men  to  go 
to  gaol." 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am 
imformed  by  the  Clerk  to  the  Alnwick 
Justices  that  five  men  and  a  girl  were 
convicted  on  the  22nd  of  December,  1886, 
for  having  in  their  possession  timber 
which  had  been  jettisoned  from  a 
stranded  vessel,  and  had  been  salved  by 
the  fishermen  and  stacked  on  the  shore. 
The  statutory  penalty  for  this  offence  is 
£20,  or  six  months'  imprisonment.  Four 
men  were  fined  £2 ;  one  man  and  the 
girl  10^. ;  the  alternative  being  a  month 
and  a  fortnight's  imprisonment  respec- 
tively. Time  for  payment  was  given  in 
each  case.  On  the  10th  of  this  month, 
three  of  the  men  only  having  paid,  the 
Justices  issued  commitments  against  the 
rest.  The  girl  paid  on  the  17th  instant. 
The  timber  was  not  valueless ;  two  of  the 
pieces  found  in  the  possession  of  one  of 
the  defendants  were  valued  at  4*.  2i., 
and  four  pieces  in  the  possession  of 
another  defendant  were  valued  at  6«.  lOi. 
The  Justices  did  not  wish  to  send  the 
men  to  prison  if  they  could  help  it. 

Mr.  FENWICK  asked,  whether  it 
was  not  true  that  the  men,  during  the 

Mr.  Baikes 


time  of  the  trade  dispute  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  just  referred, 
said  that  they  could  not  pay  the  fine,  but 
offered  to  serve  their  term  of  imprison- 
ment during  the  trade  dispute;  whether 
their  offer  to  go  to  prison  was  not  refused 
by  the  policeman  ;  whether  they  did  not 
offer  to  pay  the  amount  of  the  fine  by 
instalments  ;  and  whether  that  offer  was 
also  refused  ?  Ho  also  asked  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  state  why  the  sen- 
tence was  deferred  for  such  a  length,  of 
time? 

Mr.  MATTHEWS :  I  am  afraid  I  can 
only  answer  the  last  part  of  the  Question. 
I  understand  the  Justices  to  say  that  the 
payment  was  deferred  from  time  to  time, 
and  that  the  Justices  were  unwilling  to 
send  them  to  prison,  inasmuch  as  the 
men  were  out  on  strike,  and  unable  to 
earn  wages.  Time  was  given  on  five 
occasions,  until  ultimately  three  of  the 
men  paid ;  and  the  Justices  thought  it 
was  unfair  to  those  three  if  proceedings 
were  not  taken  against  the  others. 

Mr.  FENWICK  said,  the  men  told 
the  policeman  that  they  were  unable  to 
pay,  and  that  they  preferred  to  go  to 
prison  during  the  time  of  the  trade  dis- 
pute. Afterwards,  when  the  men  were 
in  employment,  they  took  them  from 
their  homes  when  they  had  offered  to 
pay  the  amount  of  the  fines  by  instal- 
ments. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  If  the  hon. 
Member  will  give  me  particulars,  I  will 
make  inquiries  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  FENWICK  gave  Notice  that  he 
would  repeat  his  Question,  and  would 
also  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
stato  further  why  the  offer  of  the  men 
was  refused. 

ADULTERATION  OF  FOOD  ACTS — 
AMERICAN  REFINED  LARD. 
Dr.  CLABK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  evidence  given  by  George  H. 
Webster,  of  Chicago,  before  the  Com- 
mittee at  Washington,  as  reported  in 
IVid  Chicago  Tribune;  whether  it  is  the 
case  that  the  American  so-called  refined 
lard  is  composed  of  about  60  per  cent 
of  lard,  25  per  cent  of  cotton  seed  oilt 
and  15  per  cent  of  beef  fats,  and  the 
mixture  is  stiffened  with  lard  stearins; 
whether  the  manufacturers  of  lard  in 
America  use  about  S-^iOOOyOOO  worth  of 
cotton  seed  oil,  and  about  S3,000|000 
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worth  of  beef  fats;  whether  a  large  por- ;  can  state  thedateof  biareaigT)ation,and 
tion  of  this  adulterated  lard  i       "  '"  -....-  ,  ■       ,. 

food  in  this  coualry  under  thi 
refined  lard  ;   and,  whether  the  present 


the  cause  of  the  delay  it 
if    appointment? 

it        The   PAELIAMENTAET  UNDER. 
Acta  against  odulturation  will  meet  this    SECRETARY  (Uolonel  Kinq-Haeman) 


(Kent,   Isle  of  Thanet)  (who    replied) 

The     president     (8ir    Michael    said  ;  The  Senate  of  the  Royal  Uutver- 

Hicks-Bbach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  Tho  Board    aity  informs  me  that  the  Very  Rev,  G. 

of  Trade  have   not  received  a  copy  of  ■  Molloy  resigned  his  Fellowship  as  from 

71S»  Cliieago  Trilunt,  referred  to  by  tho    the   I8th  of  April,    1887.      'i'hey  have 


hoD.    Ifember ;   but  they  have   official  '  postponed  filling 

information  as  to  the  esteusive  uaa  of ,  their  desisi 

cotton  seed  oil  in  the  United  States  in 

the  manufacture  of  lard.     The  substance 

of  this  information   was  published   in 

Th»  Board  of  Trade  Journal  for  March. 

How  far  this  adulterated  lard  is  sold  in 

the  United  Kingdom  as  food  it  would  be 

impossible  to  say ;  but  lard  is  imported 

in     considerable    quantities    from    the 

United  States.     As  to  how  far  existing 

Acts  against  aduUoration  will  meet  such 

a  case,  I  am  not  in  a  position  to  give 

an  authoritative  opinion  ;  but  it  would, 

no  doubt,  he  contrary  to  the  object  of 

these     Acts    to     sell     an     adulterated 

importation   as  genuine   lard  of  home 

production. 

LOTTERIES  ACTS-WILLIAM  STREET 
REFOHM  CLUB,  DARWEN. 

Me.  BYRON  REED  (Bradford,  E  ) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  callod  to  a  lottery  an- 
nounced to  be  held  on  behalf  of  the 
William  Street  Reform  Club,  Darken, 
on  which  occasion  prizes  consisting  of  a 
piano,  a  gold  watch,  and  other  articles 
are  to  be  drawn ;  and,  what  steps  bo 
proposes  to  take  in  referenoo  to  the 
matter  ? 

Tee  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  £.) :  I  have 
not  received  any  information  with  regard 
to  this  lottery.  The  local  police  can  pro- 
secQte  if  there  is  a  sufficient  case ;  and  I 
do  not  propose  to  interfere. 

BOYAL    UNIVERSITY    OF    IRELAND- 
FELLOWSHIP    IN    NATURAL 
PHILOSOPHY. 
Mb.  M'CARTAN  (Down,   8.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  any  appoint- 
ment has  yet  been  made  by  the  Senate 
of  ths  Boyal  University  of  Ireland  to 
the  Tacant  Fellowship  in  Natural  Fhilo- 
sopby  cansed  by  the  resignation  of  the 
Very  Iter.  Q.  MoUoy ;  and,  whether  be 


vacancy,  pending 
igard  to  the  condi- 
tions  of    appointment    and    tenure   of 
Fellowships  which  they  have  had  under 
consideration. 

ARMY  (AUXILIARY  FORCES)  —  THE 
VOLUNTEER  PERMANENT  STAFF- 
PLAIN  DRESS  OFF  DUTY. 
Mr.  king  (Hull,  Central)  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Why  it  has 
been  decided  to  withdraw  from  the  Por- 
manont  Staff  serving  with  the  Volun- 
teers the  privilege  of  wearing  plain 
clothes  when  not  on  duty,  which  they 
have  hitherto  enjoyed ;  whether  Com- 
manding Officers  of  Volunteer  corps 
have  been  asked  their  opinion  on  the 
matter;  and,  whether,  as  a  fact,  tho 
majority  of  Commanding  Officers  have 
exercised  the  diaoretion  given  them 
under  "Army  Order  84,  Ist  March, 
1888,"  par.  474  (a.)  to  permit  Sergeant 
Instructors  to  wear  plain  clothes  ? 

The  SECRETARY  op  STATE  (Mr. 
E,  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle) : 
Members  of  tho  Permanent  StaEf  of 
Volunteer  corps  serving  on  their  Line 
engagement  are  soldiers  of  the  Regular 
Army,  and,  as  such,  hound  to  appear  in 
uniform,  Tha  matter  is  one  of  Army 
discipline,  and  would  not  he  referred  for 
the  opinion  of  Commanding  Officers  of 
Volunteer  corps.  As,  however,  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  Sergeant  In- 
structors serve  are  sometimes  peculiar, 
a  discretion  has  been  given  to  General 
Officers  commanding  Districts  (hut  not 
to  the  Commanding  Officers  of  Volun- 
teer corps,  as  stated  in  my  hon.  Friend's 
Question)  to  allow,  when  expedient,  a 
dispensation  from  the  strict  Rule. 

DISTURBANCES  (METEOPOLIS),NOVEU- 
BER  aO-ACTION  0*'  THE  POLICE. 
MR.PICKERSGILL(Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether  be  will 
inetituto  an  inquiry  into  the  truth,  or 
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otherwise,  of  the  following  statement 
made  bj  Mr.  William  Smith,  bath  at- 
tendant. 51,  Lever  Street,  QoswellRoad, 
E.G.:— 

"On  Sunday  afternoon,  20th  November, 
1887,  about  3  o'clock,  T  was  in  a  procesaion  pro- 
ceeding along  Holborn  to  Ilydo  Park.  As  tho 
procession  approached  Southampton  Street,  I 
saw  a  cordon  of  police  drawn  right  across  tho 
roadway  of  Holborn.  When  the  procession 
was  from  20  to  30  yards  from  the  police,  the 
latter,  without  any  notice  or  warning,  ran  to- 
wards the  procession  with  their  truncheons 
drawn.  Beiore  I  had  time  to  got  out  of  the 
way,  I  was  knocked  down  by  a  policeman  with 
his  fist.  I  was  struck  oo  tho  noBo  and  mouth  ; 
three  of  my  teeth  were  knocked  out.  I  got  up, 
and  was  immediately  knocked  down  again  by  a 
blow  from  a  policeman's  baton  ov^r  the  right 
eye." 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  If  Mr. 
Smith  will  make  his  statements  not 
through  the  hon.  Member  in  this  House, 
but  to  a  magistrate  or  to  the  Commis- 
sioner of  Police,  they  will  be  duly  in- 
quired into.  I  am  informed  that  there 
is  no  record  of  his  having  made  any 
complaint. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL- 
TRUSTEES  OF  MARRIAGE  SETTLE- 
MENTS. 

Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
AVh ether  he  has  considered  how  (if  the 
Conversion  Scheme  is  carried)  perform- 
ance is  possible  in  the  case  of  a  covenant 
in  a  marriage  settlement  to  transfer  to 
the  Trustees  thereof,  for  benefit  of  the 
younger  children  within  throe  months 
after  covenantor's  death,  £50,000  Bank 
Three  per  Cent  Annuities  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 

QUEE   (Mr.  Goschen)   (St.   George's, 

Hanover  Square) :    I   think   tho   hon. 

Member  will  find  that  the  case  ho  puts 

is  met  by  a  sub-Eection  inserted  in  the 

Bill  on  Tuesday  last,  which  provides 

that— 

"In  any  Act  passed  or  instrument  executed 
before  tho  passing  of  tliis  Act  references  to  any 
stock  liable  to  bo  converted  or  exchanged  in 
pursuance  of  tliis  Act  may,  if  the  stock  is  so 
converted  or  exchanged,  be  conbtrucd  as  refer- 
ences to  new  stock." 

THE  IMAGISTRACY  (SCOTLAND)— 
SHERIFF     CLERKSHIP     OF    FORFAR. 

SHIRE. 

Mr.  CALDWELL  (Glasgow,  St. 
Eollox)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whe- 
ther the  Sheriff  Clerkship  of  Forfarshire 

Mr.  FicJcerfgill 
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has  been  filled  up  bj  the  appointment 
of  a  gentleman  holding  the  office  of  Clerk 
to  the  Justices  of  the  Peace ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  it  is  intended  that  he  sKall  bold 
both  offices  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  J.  H.  A. 
Magdonald)  (Edinburgh  and  St.  An- 
drew's Uniyersities) :  I  answer  the  first 
part  of  the  Question  Yes,  and  the  second 
No. 

CRIMINAL  L  AW  —  EXECUTIONS  AT 
HEREFORD— THE  EXECUTIONER. 

Sir  EDMUND  LECHMERE  (Wor- 
cestershire,  Bewdley)  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  tho  proceedings  of  James  Berry,  the 
executioner  employed  to  hang  two  men 
at  Hereford  on  the  20th  of  March  last, 
who  is  reported  in  the  local  papers  to 
have  been 

**  Feted  at  a  smoking  concert  at  one  of  the 
hotels  in  Hereford  on  the  evening  preceding 
the  execution,  Berry  himself  being  a  per- 
former; '* 

and,  whether,  if  such  a  report  be  true, 
he  will  take  steps  to  prerent  the  re^ 
petition  of  such  proceedings  on  the  part 
of  the  ofEoer  charged  with  the  duty  of 
carrying  into  effect  the  extreme  penalty 
of  the  law  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  have  seen  a  report  in  the  local 
papers  to  the  effect  stated  in  the  Ques- 
tion. The  hon.  Baronet  is  aware  that 
the  executioner  is  appointed  by  the 
Sheriff;  and  neither  the  Prison  Com- 
missioners nor  the  Secretary  of  State 
have  any  control  over  him  or  his  move- 
ments. In  1885  the  Governors  of 
Prisons  were  instructed  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  to  inform  the  Sheriff  that  it 
was  desirable  that  the  executioner  should 
be  required  to  reside  and  sleep  in  the 
prison.  I  will  consider  whether^  by 
additional  instructions,  I  can  prevent  a 
repetition  of  such  proceedings  as  the 
hon.  Baronet  has  referred  to. 

WAR    OFFICE— THE    ARMY    MEDICAL 

STAFF. 

Dr.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  aaked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
it  is  tho  intention  of  the  AVar  Office  to 
prolong  the  period  of  foreign  service  for 
ofHcers  of  the  Army  Medical  Staff;  and, 
whether,  in  the  event  of  such  an  event 
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taking  place,  any  compeasation  will  be    landlord  many  years  ago,  is  not  entitled 

given  for  the  increaBed  rislc  ?  to  t'-  — '-■' -»■■--   t  _    a    .    .    .. 

The  8E0RETAET  op  STATE  (Mr.    \m 

E,     Stanuope)     (Lincoln  all  ire,     Horn-    by  t        _ 

castle):  The  length  of  the  term  of  the  alienation  ;  whether  it  is  a  fact  that 
foreign  service  will  be  extended  by  one  i  upwards  of  75  per  cent  of  the  agricul- 
jear  in  all  departments  in  the  interests  j  tural  leasee  in  Ulster  contain  covenants 
of  economy,    and   for  the   purpose    of 


of  the  Land  Act  of 
[eas  the  lessor  or  landlord  had, 
dorsemant  in  writing,  consented  ti 


lie   wherever  Her  Majesty  may 
I   it,    no   case  for    compensation 


lEELAND-DESTITUTION  IN  ARBAN. 
Colonel  NOLAN  (Galway,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secreeary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  If  ho  has  received 
any  Reports  from  magistrates  or  others 
oa  to  the  destitution  occasioned  oa  the 
shallow  soil  of  Arran  by  the  past  dry 
season ;  and,  what  measures  have  been 
undertaken  by  the  Qovernment  to  give 
seed  potatoes  or  other  relief  to  the 
Islanders  ? 

The  PAELIAUENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Uolonel  Kijjo-Habman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Government  have  received 
Reports  on  the  present  condition  of  the 
Arran  Islanders,  which  appears  to  be 
mainly  due  to  a  failure  of  the  potato  crop 
last  year.  They  have  arranged  for  the 
distribution  of  seed  potatoes  ;  but  a  ditfi- 
culty  has  arisen  in  regard  to  obtaining 
a  suitable  time.  A  private  Relief  Com- 
mittee has  been  also  formed,  who  are 
abont  to  furnish  the  Islanders  with  a 
■apply  of  potatoes  for  current  consump- 
tion. 

laWH  LAND  COMMISSION— SUB-COM- 
MISSION, CO.  DOWN-FAIR  BENT3- 
DE0I8I0N  OF  MH.  E.  GREER,  ANTRIM. 
Mb.  DILLON  (Mayo,  E.)  asked  Mr. 
Solicitor  General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  a.  deci- 
sion of  Mr.  Edward  Groor,  Cbi 
the  County  Down  Sub  -  Coi 
delivered  at  Antrim  on  Monday  last, 
whereby  he  dismissed  the  fair  tent 
application  of  a  leaseholder,  named 
Edward  Nelson,  who  is  a  tenant  on  the 
estate  of  Sir  Riohard  Wallace ;  whether 
llr.  Oreer  held,  on  the  authority  of 
"  Dononghmors  r.  Forrest,"  that  the 
aasignee  of  a  lease  which  contains  a 
clause  against  alienation,  even  though 
he  Imd  been  accepted  as  tenant  by  the 


against  alienation,  and  that  the  practice 
generally  followed  on  the  assignment  of 
leaseholds  there  was  merely  to  enter  the 
name  of  the  assignee  in  the  rent-book 
as  the  new  tenant,  and  give  him  the  rent 
receipts  in  his  own  name;  whether  he  is 
aware  that,  if  this  narrow  interpretation 
be  put  on  the  word  "lessee"  in  "The 
Itiah  Land  Act,  1887,"  more  than  half 
of  the  leaseholders  in  Ulster  will  be 
debarred  from  having  fair  rents  fixed  ; 
and,  whether,  considering  the  import- 
ance of  the  subject,  and  the  danger 
with  which  these  leaseholders  are  threat- 
ened, the  Government  will  take  steps  to 
have  the  benefit  of  the  fair  rent  clause 
secured  to  all  the  leaseholders  to  whom 
it  was  intended  to  apply  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  only  appeared  on  the  Paper 
this  morning,  and  I,  therefore,  have 
been  unable  to  obtain  the  necessary  in* 
formation  as  to  the  decision  referred  to 
in  the  Question.  All  I  can  eay  at  pre- 
sent is,  that  I  quite  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  as  to  the  importance  of  the 
subject ;  and  I  shall  take  care  to  ascer- 
tain the  grounds  of  the  decision  referred 
to,  and  consider  them  with  reference 
to  the  working  of  the  Act  of  last 
year. 

Mr.  DILLON:  I  shall  repeat  the 
Question  after  Easter. 


EMPLOYERS'  LIABILITY  BILL. 

Mr.  BURT  (Morpeth)  asked  the  Sa- 
oretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. Whether  he  can  say  when  the 
second  reading  of  tho  Employers'  Lia- 
bility Bill  will  he  taken  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  that,  in  regard  to  the  second  read- 
ing, ho  wished  to  consult  the  conve- 
nience of  the  hon.  Member  and  others 
who  took  an  interest  in  the  Bill,  If  the 
hon.  Member  would  communicate  with 
him  on  the  subject,  he  would  fix  the 
second  reading  lor  a  day  generally  ac- 
ceptable. 
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said :  As  has  been  already  stated  within 
the  past  few  days,  the  GroTemment  are 
anxiously  considering  the  question  of 
the  arrears  in  cases  awaiting  a  hearing 
to  have  fair  rents  fixed  in  Ireland.  They 
are  not  at  present  in  a  position  to  state 
what  steps  the  Land  Commissioners  will 
take  as  regards  individual  counties ;  but 
they  must  manifestly  be  guided  by  con- 
siderations of  the  general  claims  of  the 
public. 

Mr.  M'CARTAN:  Will  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  state  when 
he  will  be  in  a  position  to  give  us  the 
information  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  No,  Sir; 
I  am  afraid  I  cannot  give  the  date. 


BOARD    OF   INLAND   REVENUE-CON- 
TRACTS  WITH  DE  LA  RUE  &  CO. 

Mr.  MOWBEAY  (Lancashire,  Prest- 
wich)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, with  reference  to  the  contracts 
entered  into  by  the  Board  of  Inland 
Eevenue  in  1880  with  the  firm  of  Do  la 
Rue  and  Company,  AVhcther  ho  has 
called  upon  the  Board  of  Inland  Ec- 
vonue  for  any  explanation  of  the  circum- 
stances under  which  those  contracts  were 
made  ? 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  also  asked, 
Whether  the  Inland  Rovouuo  Depart- 
ment itself  had  made  any  contract  with 
Messrs.  De  La  Rue  &  Co.  for  the  sup- 
ply of  its  own  Department  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  ofthe EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscnEN)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  did  not  call  upon 
the  Board  of  Inland  Revenue  for  such 
an  explanation,  for  they  at  once  com- 
municated with  the  Treasury  on  the 
subject,  and  inclosed  a  copy  of  a^Iiuuto 
drawn  up  and  signed  by  Sir  Charles 
Herries,  who,  in  1880,  was  Chairman  of 
the  Board,  in  which  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  arrangements  with 
Messrs.  De  La  Rue  wore  concluded  are 
fully  detailed.  I  propose  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  a  copy  of  the 
communication  of  the  Board  of  Inland 
Revenue  and  of  its  inclosuro.  I  may 
add  that  the  Board — though  they  do  not 
by  any  means  accept  the  figures  given 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Postmaster 
General  as  correct,  and  I  did  not  under- 
stand him  to  have  any  authentic  infor- 
mation on  the  subject— have  long  been 
aware  that,  owing  to  the  fall  in  prices 
and  improved  processes  of  production, 
it  is  tolerably  certain  that  when  the 
contract  expires  in  1890  considerable 
savings  will  be  effected. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— FAIR  RENT 
APPLICATIONS,   00.  DOWN. 

Mil.  M*CARTAN  (Down,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  with  reference  to  the 
new  arrangements  to  be  made  in  order 
to  expedite  the  hearing  of  fair  rent 
applications  in  the  County  of  Down, 
Whether  he  can  now  state  what  those 
arrangements  are  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,   Isle  of  Thanet)  (who   replied) 


ELEMENTARY    EDUCATION    COMMIS- 
SION—TECHNICAL EDUCATION. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether 
he  has  ascertained  what  are  the  inten- 
tions of  the  Elementary  Education  Oom- 
mission  as  to  presenting  a  prelimina^ 
Report  on  Technical  Education ;  and, 
whether  they  intend  to  present  such  a 
Report  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  No, 
Sir ;  I  have  not  been  able  to  ascertain 
what  are  the  intentions  of  theEIementafy 
Education  Commission  as  to  presenting 
a  Report  on  Technical  Education. 

Sir  BERNHARD  SAMUELSON 
(Oxfordshire,  Banbury)  (a  Member  of 
the  Commission)  said,  he  might  be 
allowed  to  state  that  the  Commission 
had  considered  the  question  on  the  pre- 
ceding day,  and  had  decided  not  to 
make  a  preliminary  Report  for  the 
present. 

JOINT  STOCK  LIMITED  LIABILITY 
COMPANIES-IN  V  ESTMENT8. 

Mr.  watt  (Glasgow,  Camlaohie) 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasary, 
Whether  he  can  state  approximately  the 
total  sum  which  has  been  invested  in 
Joint  Stock  Limited  Liability  Oompar 
nios  since  the  passage  of  the  Act  of 
1862? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  The 
Government  have  no  information  which 
would  enable  me  to  state,  even  approxi- 
mately, what  sum  has  been  invested  in 
Joint  Stock  Limited  Liability  Companies 
since  the  Act  of  1862. 
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Mk.  E.  EOBERTSON  (Dundee)  aefeed 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whe- 
ther there  is  now  any  objection  of  a 
public  character  to  laying  upon  the 
Table  of  the  Houso  a  Copy  of  euch 
Directions  as  may  have  been  made  from 
time  to  time  by  the  Lord  High  Trea- 
surer or  Commiasionersof  the  Treasury, 
in  conformity  with  the  provisions  of 
1  Vict.  c.  2,  s.  9,  with  reference  to  any 
savings  or  surplus  on  any  of  the 
Classes  of  the  Civil  List,  that  at  the  end 
of  each  year  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the 
Lord  High  Treasurer  or  Commia- 
eionera  of  the  Treasury  for  the  time 
bein^f,  or  any  three  or  more  of  them,  to 
direct  the  same  to  be  applied  in  aid  of 
the  charges  or  expenses  of  any  other 
Class  (except  the  Fifth  Class),  or  of  any 
charge  or  charges  upon  Her  Majesty's 
Civil  List  RcTonues,  in  such  manner  as 
may,  under  the  ciroumstanoes,  appear  to 
be  most  expedient  7 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Suite)  (Strand,  Westminster):  I  can 
hold  out  no  hope  of  laying  upon  the 
Table  any  directions  issued  by  tho 
Treasury  in  regard  to  the  savings  on 
the  Civil  List.  The  arrangement  be- 
tween the  Crown  and  Parliament  is  that 
the  Civil  List  is  only  brought  under  the 
review  of  the  House — (1)  when  there 
has  been  an  excess  on  the  expenditure ; 

(2)  on  the  demise  of  tho  Sovereign  ;  or 

(3)  when  an  application  is  made  for  a 
proviaion  in  excess  of  the  amount 
fixed.  None  of  these  circumalances  at 
present  exist,  and  the  question  is  not, 
therefore,  one  with  which  the  House 
can  deal.  I  would  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  on  the  19th  of  March, 
1672,  a  similar  question  was  brought 
before  the  House  by  Sir  Charles  Dilke. 
The  Return  was  refused  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  day,  and  after  debate  the 
view  of  the  Government  was  supported 
by  an  overwhelming  majority.  The 
1  Viel.  c.  2,  8.  9,  is  to  tho  olfoct  that 
tho  Treasury  may  direct  savings  in  any 
Class  of  the  Civil  List  to  be  applied  at 
the  end  of  the  year  in  aid  of  any  other 
Classe«(exceptthe  Fifth  Glass, 'Pensions), 
or  of  anychargeon  Civil  List  Revenues, 
in  such  manner  as  may,  under  the  cir- 
Gumatances,  be  most  expedient. 

Ma.  £.  BOBERTSON  asked  whether 
the  refusal  of  the  House  waa  not  due 


rather  to  a  speech  made  just  before  by 
Sir  Charles  Dilke  at  Newcastle  ? 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH :  It  may  bo  ao ; 
but  I  have  no  information  on  the  matter. 

RAILWAYS   AND   DEEP  SEA  FISHERY 

HARBOURS  (IRELAND). 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.)  asked 
theFirstLordof  the  Treasury,  When  tho 
Government  intend  to  propose  measures 
to  give  effect  to  the  recommendation  of 
the  Hoyal  Commission  appointed  by  the 
present  Government  to  consider  the 
question  of  an  extension  of  railways  and 
of  deep  sea  fishery  harbours  in  Ireland? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  "W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster)  :  The 
Oommissioners  themselves  settled  the 
order  in  which  they  should  deal  with 
the  questions  referred  to  them,  and 
selected  the  drainage  question  as  tlio 
one  which  was  most  urgent.  Her 
Mnjosty's  Goverument  are  pushing  for- 
ward the  stops  necessary  for  giving 
effect  to  the  drainage  part  of  the  Com- 
missioners' Report ;  but  they  are  not 
prepared  to  deal  with  the  further  ques- 
tions of  extension  of  railways  and  deep 
sea  fishery  harbours,  both  of  which  in- 
volve large  financial  aiTangements,  and 
both  of  which  will  require  legislation, 
till  they  have  had  more  time  to  consider 
the  matter. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  Do  the  Govern- 
ment intend  to  deal  with  the  matter  (his 
Session  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  am  not  yet 
able  to  say ;  but  I  hope  to  be  able  to 
inform  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
after  Easter. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— THE 
WEXFORD  UNION. 
Mb.  J.  BARRY  (Wexford,  8.)  asked 
tho  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Has  his 
attention  been  called  to  the  Resolution 
of  the  Guardians  of  Wexford  Union, 
passed  on  Saturday  last,  as  follows ; — 
"That  we  bto  greatly  diaappomted  at  the 
aotion  of  the  Land  CommiHaLonur*  ia  only 
aetlicg  down  137  ciL808  for  bearing  in  this 
Union  at  tho  furtlicoming  Sub-Commiaeioii  : 
whereoa  v»  understand  that  nearly  1,000  np- 
plicatLonij  from  this  Union  to  Gi  fair  rents  were 
made  before  the  Ist  of  NoTember,  1387  ;  " 
and,  when  do  the  Govornmeut  hope  to 
announce  their  intention  as  to  etreogth- 
I  ening  the  Land  Commissions? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Sutch)  (Strand,  Weatniinater) :  My  at- 
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tention  has  only  been  drawn  to  the 
Besolution  of  the  Guardians  of  Wexford 
Union  by  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
do  what  they  can  to  hasten  the  hearing 
of  the  applications  to  fix  fair  rents. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY  (Longford,  N.) 
said,  this  was  about  the  40th  time  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  promised 
that.  He  asked,  would  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  now  give  them  some  definite 
idea  as  to  whether  the  Government  in 
Ireland  were  waiting  until  the  tenants' 
six  months'  period  of  redemption  ran 
out,  when  their  last  chance  of  benefiting 
by  the  Land  Act  of  the  past  year  would 
be  gone  before  taking  steps  in  the 
matter  ? 

Mr,  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  is  perfectly  aware  of 
the  difficulty.  He  knows  that  it  is  not 
such  an  easy  and  simple  matter  as  it 
looks  to  increase  the  strength  of  the 
Land  Commission  to  the  extent  that  is 
necessary.  The  Government  fully  re- 
cognize the  importance  and  urgency  of 
the  matter,  and  they  are  doing  their 
best  to  press  it  forward. 

Mr.  T.  M.  HEALY :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  state,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  four  months  have  now  elapsed 
since  something  over  40,000  cases  have 
been  put  into  the  Land  Court,  and  that 
they  have  done  nothing  to  meet  the 
emergency,  when  they  will  be  able  to  do 
something  ? 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.)  : 
Before  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  answers 
that  Question,  will  he  be  kind  enough  to 
state  for  the  information  of  those  who 
are  interested  in  this  question — and  they 
include  every  Member  representing  an 
agricultural  constituency  in  Ireland — 
whether  he  can  give  the  information  re- 
quired before  the  House  adjourns  for 
Easter  ? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  really  do 
not  know  what  answer  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber expects  beyond  that  which  I  have 
already  given — namely,  that  I  am  doing 
all  I  can  to  press  on  vhe  matter.  That, 
surely,  ought  to  satisfy  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  (Liverpool, 
Scotland) :  Can  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man give  us  some  indication  of  what  are 
the  difficulties  standing  in  his  way  ?  Is  it 
that  there  are  not  a  sufficient  number 
of  applicants  for  Sub-Commissioner- 
ships? 

Mr.  W.  J5r.  Smith 


Mr.  T.  M.  HEALT  :  In  order  to  avoid 
attention  being  called  to  the  subject  by 
a  Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House,  will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
state  whether  there  are  any  more  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  the  present  Go- 
vernment than  existed  in  1881,  when 
means  were  immediately  taken,  after  the 
passing  of  the  Land  Act  of  that  year,  to 
appoint  a  sufficient  number  of  Sub-Com- 
missioners ;  and,  whether  there  were  not 
more  applications  in  1881  than  there  are 
now  in  1888 ;  and  what  are  the  difficul- 
ties which  the  Government  experience? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  Obviously,  I 
cannot  answer  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  Question  as  to  what  was 
done  in  1 88 1  without  Notice ;  but  I  think 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  will 
see  that  there  are  necessarily  difficulties 
in  the  matter.  There  are  Treasury 
difficulties,  and  there  are  difficulties  in 
appointing  the  necessary  Sub-Commis- 
sioners— if,  indeed,  the  method  to  be 
adopted  by  the  Government  necessarily 
consists  of  appointing  extra  Sub- Com- 
missioners. But  I  am  desirous,  if  I  can, 
of  finding  some  other  method  than  that, 
and  that  necessarily  causes  delay. 

RAILWAY  AND  CANAL  TRAFFIC  BILL. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Mundella  (Sheffield, 
Brightside), 

The  PRESIDENT  of  the  BOARD  of 
TRADE  (Sir  Michael  Hioks-Beach) 
(Bristol,  W.),  said,  his  object  in  put- 
ting down  the  Bill  for  the  5th  of 
April  was  that  he  should  then  be  able  to 
name  a  day  for  the  second  reading.  He 
was  anxious  to  take  the  second  reading 
as  soon  as  possible,  in  order  that  the  Biu 
might  be  referred  to  a  Grand  Oom- 
mittee. 

INDIA  -THE  SIKKni  EXPEDIIION. 

:Mii.  BRADLAUGH  (Nortliampton) 
askod  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  any  news  had  been  re- 
ceived to  day  from  Sikkim? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  inform  t&e 
House  that  a  telegram  received  this 
morning  from  the  Viceroy  at  Calcutta 
states  that — 

**  The  Lingua  Fort  has  boen  oooapied  with- 
out resistance;  garrison  has  fled;  fort  now 
being  demolished/' 
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ORDERS  OF  TRE  BAY. 

0 

SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

PERPETUAL  PENSIONS. 
RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  (Northampton), 
in  risinic  to  call  attention  to  the  Beport 
of  the  Select  Oommittee  on  Perpetual 
Pensioos,  and  to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  steps 
should  be  forthwith  taken  to  give  effect  to  the 
Keport  of  the  said  Committee ;  and  that,  con- 
sidering the  large  and  increasing  annual  charge 
upon  the  country  for  general  pensions  and  non- 
effective services,  it  is  desirable  to  adopt  mea- 
sures for  the  thorough  revision  of  the  entire 
pension  system," 

said,  that  the  suhject  divided  itself  into 
two  heads,  of  which  the  first — namely, 
that  relating  to  perpetual  pensions — 
had  now  become  of  comparatively  minor 
importance,  for  since  the  matter  was 
first  raised  in  the  House  a  large  number 
of  perpetual  pensions  had  disappeared 
by  commutation.  The  second  portion 
of  the  Motion  was  not  only  very  much 
the  more  important,  but  was  also  much 
the  more  difficult,  because  on  the  first 
he  was  fortified  in  the  action  he  now 
took  by  the  unanimous  Heport  of  the 
Select  Committee,  on  which  the  Govern- 
ment's own  Attorney  God  era!  sat;  ou 
the  second  —  though  he  could  easily 
point  out  the  evil — he  did  not  pretend 
he  oould  be  as  clear  as  to  what  the 
proper  remedy  for  the  evil  was.  It 
might  be — though  he  hoped  it  would 
not  be — that  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Ean- 
dolph  Churchill)  would  think  that  be 
had  a  right  to  complain  that  in  the 
second  part  of  the  Motion  he  was 
trespassing  on  the  ground  he  was  at- 
tempting. If  he  did,  he  should  plead 
as  an  excuse  that  in  one  of  the  noble 
Lord's  speeches  during  the  vacation  ho 
held  out  to  him  an  inducement  to  take 
the  matter  up  in  the  House.  He  would 
now  refer  to  the  Beport  of  the  Select 
Committee,  in  which  they  were  unani- 
mous, although  the  Eadical  element  in 
the  Committee  was  in  a  perfectly  small 
minority.    The  Committee  reported — 

VOL.  COCXXIY.    [thibd  sekies.] 


"That  pensions,  allowances,  and  payments 
ought  not  in  future  to  he  fjranted  in  perpetuity, 
on  the  ground  that  all  such  grants  should  he 
limited  to  the  persons  actually  rendering  the 
services  intended  to  be  rewarded  by  such  grants, 
and  that  such  rewards  should  be  wholly  or  in 
main  part  defrayed  by  the  generations  bene- 
fited by  the  services  so  recognized.  That  it 
is  unjust  that  future  generations  should  be 
burdened  with  payments  to  persons  who  have 
had  no  share  in  the  original  services.  That 
offices  with  salaries  and  without  duties,  or  with 
merely  nominal  duties,  should  be  abolished. 
That  all  existing  perpetual  pensions,  allowances, 
and  payments,  and  all  hereditary  offices  should 
be  determined  and  abolished.  That  in  all  such 
commutations  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  should 
take  into  consideration  the  circumstances  of 
such  pension,  allowance,  or  payment,  and 
whether  or  not  any  real  service  had  been 
rendered  by  the  original  grantee  or  was  now 
performed  by  the  actual  holder  of  the  office." 

The  Committee  further  reported — 

**  That  in  all  cases  the  method  of  commuta- 
tion ought  to  involve  and  insure  a  real  and 
substantial  saving  to  the  nation.'' 

He  now  asked  the  House  to  give  effect 
to  the  recommendation  of  the  Committee, 
and  in  doing  so  he  trusted  that  he  should 
be  fortunate  enough  not  to  raise  any 
kind  of  Party  feeling,  and  that  he 
should  win  the  consent  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  carry  out  the  recommendations 
of  a  Committee  of  which  their  own 
Attorney  General  was  a  Member. 
There  now  remained  uncommuted  76 
perpetual  pensions,  involving  an  annual 
payment  of  between  £60,000  and 
£70,000,  and  they  varied  from  £19,000 
a-year  to£l  and  a  few  shillings  a-year. 
He,  however,  proposed  to  deal  on  this 
occasion  with  only  two,  one  relating  to 
the  Duchy  of  Cornwall  and  one  relating 
to  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster.  With  re- 
gard to  the  former,  amounting  to 
£16,216,  it  appeared  that  it  was  granted 
in  1838  to  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall  for 
the  loss  of  the  annual  revenue  of 
£1 1,536  derived  from  tin  coinage  duties, 
post  groats,  and  white  rents.  It  ap- 
peared, however,  that  for  the  10  years 
preceding  the  1st  of  October,  1838,  the 
Duchy  of  Cornwall  had  only  received 
£10  per  annum  in  respect  of  these 
post  groats.  By  a  Treasury  Minute 
dated  1839,  it  was  stated  that  His 
Majesty  Eling  William  IV.  had  ex- 
pressed his  intention  that  the  post  groats 
in  Cornwall  should  cease  after  the  5th 
of  April,  1841,  on  the  termination  of 
the  existing  lease,  and  that  Her  present 
Majesty  on  her  accession  had  boon 
pleased  to  confirm  such  intontlouS;  and 
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that,  therefore,  it  did  not  appear  to  the 
Lords  of  the  Treaeurj  that  the  sum  of 
£630   14«.  *2d,  should  be  provided  for 
beyond  the  5th  of  April,  1811,  and  that 
the  compeDsation  should  be  diminished 
after  that  date.      It   would,  tlierefore, 
appear    that  a  perpetual    pension    of 
£16,216  had  been  granted  in  respect  of 
the  loss  of  the  annual  sum  of  £11,300, 
and  that  a  part  of    the   former   sum 
consisted    of     the     annual     sum     of 
£630  148.  2d.  granted  in  respect  of  the 
loss  of  an  annual  sum  of  £10.      The 
annual     payment     of     this      sum     of 
£030  145.  *2d.  had,  however,  been  con- 
tinued over  since  1841  without  any  legal 
authority  and  by  what  might  be  termed 
the  quiet  connivance  of  tho  Treasury. 
It  was  a  monstrous  thing  that  such  an 
unjustifiable  payment  should  continue. 
He  also  asked  tho  House  to  take  into 
consideration  the  payment  of  £800  per 
annum  to  the  Duchy  of  Lancaster  for 
"  butlerage  **  and  •*  prisage."     Prisage 
was  the  right  which  the  King  had  by 
ancient  proscription  of  taking  to  his  own 
use  and  at  his  own  valuation  as  much 
of  all  merchandize  belonging  to  merchant 
strangers  out  of  every  ship  importing 
the  same  as  he  had  occasion  for.     A  per- 
petual pension  in  consideration  of  this 
**  butlerage  "  and  **  prisage  "  had  been 
granted  to  the  Duke  of  Grafton.     It  had 
been    sometimes   said   that   tho   whole 
question  of   perpetual  pensions  was  a 
small  one,    but  if  tho   whole   amount 
which  had  been  paid  in  respect  of  all 
the  existing  and  the  commuted  perpetual 
pensions  had  been  invested  at  compound 
interest  the  nation  would  not  only  have 
been  able  to  pay  off  the  National  Debt, 
but  would  have  had  several  hundreds  of 
millions  of  money  in  hand.     Ho  (Mr. 
Bradlaugh)  further  found  that  an  annual 
payment  of  £100   10«.    10^/.   had  been 
commuted  for  the  sum  of  £2,700.     The 
original  sum  was  tho  aggregate  amount 
which  suitors  liad  to  pay  to  their  Earls 
on  going  to  tho  County  Courts  in  the 
time  of   Henry  III.      llo    would    not, 
howL'Ver,    trouble    the     House    further 
with  perpotual  pensions,  but  would  pro- 
ceed to  other  points  raised  in  the  Report. 
In  coming  to  the  general  Pension  List 
he  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  fully  admitted  that, 
in  whichever  way  they  dealt  with  the 
question,  huge  difficulties  stared  them 
in  the  face.     Ho  believed  that  Parlia- 
ment had  already  on  ono  or  two  occa- 
eions  tried  to  deal  with  the  subject  but 
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had  failed,  and  he  imagined  there  was 
no  logical  way  out  of  the  difficulty  ex- 
cept one  in  which  ho  did  not  think  the 
House — not  even  his  Badical  friends — 
would  hardly  support  him.  This  solution 
was  in  the  direction  of  theyiew  advocated 
by  Joseph  Hume,  that  no  servant  of  the 
State  ought  to  receive  a  pension  for  ser- 
vices rendered  to  the  State  unless  he 
was    injured    in    its    service.     Joseph 
Hume  also  held  that  the  servant  of  the 
State  ought  to  be   compelled,   by  the 
ordinary  consideration  which  impelled 
every  human  being  struggling  for  exist- 
ence, to  provide  by  his  own  thrift  and 
economy  against  a  time  when  he  could 
no  longer  work  and  when  sickness  came 
upon  him.     He  submitted  that  the  sum 
for  pensions  of  nearly  £7,000,000  ster- 
ling,  which  was    constantly  g^wiug, 
despite  commutations,  would  grow    to 
such  a  degree  that  in  hard  times  the 
House  would  find  that  it  was  one  of  the 
matters  which    would    call    forth    the 
loudest  denunciations  of  the  people  in 
their  misery.     He  would  mention  some 
of  the  suggestions  which  had  been  made 
to  deal  with  this  question  rather  than 
venture  to  propose  any  special  remedy 
of  his  own.     Perhaps  one  of  the  ablest 
compositions    on   this    subject   was   a 
Memorandum  by  Sir  Bobert  Hamilton, 
to  be  found  in  the  appendix  of  the  Re- 
port of  tho  Civil  Service  Commission. 
There  was  a  point  raised  in  that  Memo- 
randum which  was  often  raised  in  con- 
versation— namely,  all  the  servants  of 
the   State    wore    in    a  different    pori* 
tion  from  ordinary  emplot/is^axkd  ought, 
therefore,  to  bo  differently  dealt  with. 
But  they  did  not  superannuate  or  pen- 
sion all  servants  on  length  of  service  or 
for  sickness.      There  was  an  excellent 
class  of  public  servants  known  as ''tem- 
porary''  Civil  servants.  Although  mostof 
them  had  been  over  25  years,  some  of 
them  30  years  in  the  Service,  none  of  them 
were  entitled  to  any  kind  of  superannna- 
tion  because  they  happened  to  be  called 
**  temporary"  Civil  servants.  SirBobert 
Hamilton     said    that    superannuation 
could  not  bo  defended  as  a  charitable 
institution,  but  it  could  bo  defended  on 
the  ground  that  it  was  a  means  of  pro- 
curing  cheaper    service    and    keeping 
down  tho  amount  of  the  salaries.    He 
(Mr.  Ikadlaugh)  maintained,  however, 
that  the  experience  of  the  last  30  yean 
showed  that  the  statement  was  not  true. 
— that    the  system    of   pensions    kept 
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down  salaries.  Compared  with  the 
general  service  through  the  State  he 
urged  that  they  did  not  get  such  ser- 
vices cheaper ;  they  often  paid  more  for, 
and  got  less  out  of  their  servants  than 
any  other  employer.  The  present 
system  of  pensions  was  demoralizing  to 
the  age,  discouraged  industry  and  thrift, 
and  was  an  incentive  to  idleness.  It  was 
a  condition  of  employment  demoralizing 
to  the  employed.  Being  assured  in 
their  position,  and  with  the  knowledge 
that  they  would  have  a  pension  at  a 
certain  period,  Civil  servants  were  dis- 
posed to  do  as  little  work  as  they  pos- 
sibly could,  especially  some  of  those  who 
filled  the  higher  grades  of  Departments. 
With  reference  to  the  Army  pensions 
he  would  only  select  one  or  two  of  the 
most  remarkable  instances  which  came 
to  his  notice  lately.  One  was  that  of  a 
gentleman  who  died  last  week  in  West- 
moreland. He  was  held  in  such  high 
respect  in  the  neighbourhood  that 
the  local  paper  which  announced  his 
death  appeared  with  mourning  borders. 
The  gentleman  had  filled  the  office  of 
Clerk  of  the  Peace,  and,  indeed,  of 
almost  everything  ofHcial  in  the  dis- 
trict where  he  lived.  In  addition  to  the 
emoluments  he  received  from  these 
oOSceSy  he  had  drawn  a  military  half- 
pay  for  over  70  years.  At  12  years  of 
age  he  became  an  officer  in  the  Army. 
In  1815  he  started  to  join  in  the  war, 
bat  the  war  ceased  while  he  was  in  the 
coarse  of  his  journey  ;  and  from  1815  to 
the  day  of  his  death  last  week  this  gen- 
tleman hadT  drawn  a  military  pension 
for  services  he  had  never  rendered. 
What  was  the  use  of  going  through  the 
fSarce  of  the  House  holding  the  purse 
stringB  of  the  nation,  if  it  held  them  so 
lightly  ?  There  were  a  very  large  num- 
ber of  oases  of  this  kind.  The  Civil 
Service  Commission  pointed  out  that  in 
the  re- organization  of  the  Accountant 
Oeneral's  Department  of  the  Admiralty 
in  1877  the  numbers  of  the  staff  were 
259,  costing  £70,5G2.  In  1881  the  num- 
bers were  :^45,  and  the  cost  £55,885 ;  in 
1885  the  numbers  wore  267,  and  the 
cost  £61,324,  although  pensions  to  the 
amount  of  £20,097  a-year  and  bonuses 
of  £5], 299  had  been  granted  on  re- 
organization that  were  supposed  to  re- 
duce this  kind  of  thing.  He  again  asked 
the  House  what  was  the  use  of  placing 
Estimates  on  the  Table,  criticizing  them, 
and  moving  reductions  of  a  few  sums, 


if  this  National  burden  was  to  go  on 
constantly  swelling?  Those  burdens 
were  considered  to  press  most  severely 
on  labour  in  this  country ;  every  pension 
reduced  the  purchasing  power  of  the 
wage  -  earner's  wages.  As  a  further 
example  of  the  abuse  of  pensions,  he 
would  remind  the  House  that  some  time 
ago  ho  put  a  Question  to  the  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury  with  regard  to  a  gentle- 
man who  was  receiving  a  pension  up  to 
the  ago  of  137  years,  at  least  that  was 
what  the  official  records  stated,  and  he, 
of  course,  relied  on  them.  That  gentle- 
man came  into  his  pension  at  the  age  of 
68,  and  at  tho  time-  he  retired  ho  was 
page  to  the  Princess  Charlotte  of  Wales. 
They  could  thus  prove  by  a  sum  in 
arithmetic  that  the  enjoyment  of  a  pen- 
sion beat  Old  Parr's  Life  Pills  altogether 
as  a  means  of  prolonging  human  life. 
There  would  be  no  hardship  in  abolish- 
ing pensions  in  the  Government  Services. 
They  were  not  paid  in  any  merchant's 
office.  There  the  employes,  by  means 
of  life  insurance,  sick  and  provident 
societies  and  thrift,  made  provision  for 
old  age  and  incapacity ;  but  by  the 
system  of  pensions  the  moral  obligations 
of  a  whole  class  of  persons  who  came 
upon  the  bounty  of  the  State  were 
destroyed.  He  hoped  the  Government 
would  not  oppose  the  Motion.  He  had 
not  ventured  to  commit  them  to  the 
course  they  should  adopt  witii  reference 
to  pensions  generally ;  but  he  thought 
there  must  be  enough  material  to  warrant 
that  a  small  and  strong  Committee  should 
be  appointed  to  endeavour  to  find  the 
most  reasonable  way  out  of  the  difficulty. 
He  would  leave  tho  question  of  perpetual 
pensions  to  the  absolutely  unanimous 
Report  of  the  Committee  on  the  subject. 
Ho  asked  hon.  Members  who  had  No- 
tices of  Motion  on  the  Paper  in  regard 
to  the  employment  of  the  unemployed 
to  join  with  him  in  doing  that  which 
would  render  the  condition  of  the  em- 
ployed better,  and  would  lessen  tho 
burdens  which  fell  upon  all  industry. 
The  country  looked  to  that  reformed 
Parliament  to  do  something  like  justice 
in  that  matter,  without  regard  to  politics. 
These  should  not  be  Party  questions. 
There  was  one  class  of  pensions  for 
which  he  could  find  no  defence,  though 
he  had  tried — he  meant  those  mentioned 
at  pages  51  and  52  in  the  accounts  for 
the  year  under  the  heading  of  political 
and  diplomatic  pensions.    They  seemed 
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to  him  to  have  less  justification  than  any 
others.  Tho  noblemen  and  gentlemen 
mentioned  in  the  pap^es  to  which  he 
referred  were,  in  the  belief  of  the  people, 
out  of  the  need  of  such  pensions.  They 
seemed  to  rest  on  less  justification  than 
any  others.  He  did  not  say  that  they 
had  a  right  to  go  back  on  those  pensions 
which  had  been  already  granted ;  but 
he  asked  the  House  to  come  to  tho  deci- 
sion, on  the  Report  of  some  such  Com- 
mittee as  he  suggested,  that  they  would 
not  make  their  professions  of  economy 
unreal,  but  would  make  them  practical, 
and  that  they  would  sweep  their  own 
doorsteps  first.  The  hon.  Member  con- 
cluded by  moving  the  Resolution  of 
which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mr.  JENNINGS  (Stockport),  in  se- 
conding the  Resolution,  said,  that  the 
junior  Member  for  Northampton  had 
rendered  good  service  for  some  3'ears 
past  in  endeavouring  to  call  tho  atten- 
tion of  the  country  to  the  abuses  of  the 
pension  system.  No  doubt,  there  were 
many  instances  in  which  perpetual  pen- 
sions were  given  for  distinguished  ser- 
vices in  tho  Army  and  Navy  ;  but  in  the 
majority  of  cases  those  pensions  were 
such  as  the  country  ought  never  to  have 
been  saddled  with.  In  some  instances 
tho  money  had  not  been  paid,  and  was 
not  oven  now  paid  to  descendants  of  the 
persons  to  whom  the  pensions  were  ori- 
ginally granted,  a  pension  having  been 
bought  and  sold  in  the  market  more 
than  once,  and  nobody  was  able  to 
explain  the  reason  for  which  it  had 
been  given.  The  case  of  tho  Penn 
pension  was  a  scandalous  and  noto- 
rious one.  William  Penn  never  ren- 
dered any  services  to  this  country,  and 
had  no  claim  upon  it ;  ho  was  simply 
compensated  by  the  State  of  Pennsyl- 
vania for  any  losses  he  had  sustained. 
Yet  down  to  1884  £4,000  a-year 
was  paid  on  account  of  that  pension, 
and  then,  to  complete  the  transaction, 
£107,000  was  paid  for  its  commutation. 
Thus  close  on  £500,000  was  wrung 
from  the  British  taxpayer,  and  paid  to 
persons  who  w(?ro  not  oven  descendants 
of  tho  man  to  whom  tho  pension  was 
originally  granted,  and  who  himself 
never  had  any  claim  on  the  nation. 
That  was  ono  of  tho  most  extraordinary 
jobs  to  bo  found  in  the  political  history 
of  the  country.  Again,  many  years  ago, 
there  was  a  Mr.  Heneage,  who  held  the 
offico  of  Hereditary  Grand  Proclamator 
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and  Usher  with  a  salary  of  £588  a-year. 
No  doubt,  the  duties  of  the  office  were 
entirely  visionary,    though  the  salary 
was  tolerably  substantial.     That  case 
became  so   glaring  that  the  post  was 
abolished,  but  the  salary  was  transmitted 
to  the  descendants  of  the  Chief  Procla- 
mator.    The  claim  was  ultimately  com- 
muted for  £15,852,   the  whole   affair 
being  from  first  to  last  nothing  less  than 
an  outrage  on  the  people  of  this  country. 
As  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
(Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had   stated,  most  of 
those    pensions   had   been   commuted; 
but,   unfortunately,   one  of   the    most 
scandalous  of  the  whole  still  remained 
on  the  list — that  of  the  so-called  Master 
of  the  Hawks.    It  was  conferred  200 
years  ago  on  one  of  the  sons  of  Nell 
Gwynne,  for  the  ostensible  purpose  of 
supplying  hawks,  and  pigeons  to  feed  the 
hawks,  and  meat  to  feed  the  pigeons,  and 
ever  sinco  then  £1,000  a-year  had  been 
taken  under  these  false  pretences  from 
the  taxpayers  for  the  purchase  of  hawki, 
pigeons,  and  meat.     On  his  asking  Sir 
Reginald  Welby  whether  there  was  any 
prospect  of  the  termination  of  that  pen- 
sion, the  answer  he  received  was  that, 
so  far  as  tho  Treasury  was  concerned, 
the  money  would  have  to  be  paid  for 
ever.  He  ventured,  however,  to  express 
a  liopo  that  the  House  would  decide 
difTorently,  and  that  the  pension,  which 
was  a  species  of  legalized  blackmailing, 
would   be  summarily  put  an   end  to. 
If  tho  House  would  kindly  look  at  the 
Instructions  given  to  the  Committee  on 
Perpetual  Pensions,  they  would  see  thst 
it  was  directed  to  inquire  how  far  the 
present  pensions  should  be  continued, 
having  due  regard  to  the  just  claiou 
of     the     present     recipients    and   to 
economy  in    the    Public  Expenditure. 
Tested  by  those  principles,  he  asked 
the    House    what   right   had    the  St 
Alban's  family  to  the  continuance  of 
that  pension  ?     There  was  no  concwT- 
able    right,    unless    it    was    that   the 
taxpayers  had  been  defrauded  to  the 
amount  of  £225,000  in  the  past.    That 
fact,    however,    hardly    established  a 
right  to  defraud  them  out  of   another 
£225,000  in  the  future,   or   to  repeat 
the    process   as    long    as    the    British 
Empire  lasted.    They  were  told  in  the 
Committee   upstairs    more    than    ones 
that  if  they  interfered  with  the  daiiai 
of  individuals  they  would  commit  the 
sacrilegious  crime  of  destroying  vested 
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interests.  They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  in  Committee  and  elsewhere  about 
▼etted  interests,  and  it  struck  him  as 
a  curious  thiug  that  it  was  always  the 
▼ested  interests  of  iudividuals  that 
were  referred  to,  and  that  the  vested 
interests  of  the  public  never  got  even 
a  passing  notice.  He  would  venture 
to  suggest  that  in  asking  the  House 
to  aboUsh  the  St.  Alban's  pension  with- 
out further  form  or  ceremony,  they 
were  only  asking  it  to  follow  a  very 
important  precedent  set  by  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  in  1838.  That 
Committee  recommended  that  six  pen- 
sions should  cease  at  a  much  earlier 
period  than  that  for  which  they  were 
originally  granted,  and  that  14  other 
pensions  should  absolutely  cease  then 
and  there,  no  more  money  being  paid 
to  the  recipients  of  the  pensions  than 
was  due  on  the  date  the  Committee 
made  their  Beport.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  that  was  a  precedent  quite  good 
enough  to  follow  in  the  case  of  the 
monstrous  pension  to  the  Master  of 
the  Hawks.  The  whole  system  of 
perpetual  pensions  was  a  relic  of  the 
g^ood  old  times,  when  the  institutions  of 
the  country  were  supposed  to  be  kept 
up  for  the  benefit  of  a  few  privileged 
families,  while  the  common  people  were 
expected  to  return  humble  thanks, 
mofrning,  noon,  and  night,  for  the  privi- 
lege of  being  allowed  to  toil  for  these 
superior  being^.  There  were  still  many 
persons  who  seemed  to  think  that  this 
country  was.  a  sort  of  free  warren  in 
which  Providence  intended  them  and 
their  descendants  to  multiply  and  grow 
iat.  But  that  was  a  tradition  which 
was  bound  to  perish  in  a  short  space  of 
time,  and  it  would  be  a  great  step 
towards  bringing  it  to  a  final  end  if 
the  House  voted  the  Eesolution  which 
had  been  moved  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton.  The  second  part  of 
the  Besolution  suggested  that  the  whole 
pension  system  of  the  country  required 
vsrision.  Of  course,  it  must  be  ad- 
mitted that  there  were  many  cases  of 
persons  who  had  served  the  State,  or 
were  serving  it,  who  deserved  pensions. 
Our  soldiers,  our  sailors,  postmen,  and 
many  others  of  that  class  fully  deserve 
pensions,  for  the  simple  reason  that  they 
were  underpaid  during  the  greater  part 
of  their  lives.  But  he  maintained  that 
derks  in  Public  Departments  who  re- 
MTed  firom  £600  to  £1,200  a-year  for 


work,  if  it  could  be  called  work,  had  no 
earthly  claim  to  be  supported  by  the 
State  after  their  period  of  service  was 
over.  He  would  ask  hon.  Members  to 
look  over  the  Pension  List  and  examine 
it  carefully.  It  would  be  found  that  it 
was  made  up,  not  of  persons  who  had 
been  underpaid  all  their  lives,  but  of  per- 
sons who  had  been  overpaid.  Some  ap- 
peared on  the  List  because  they  had  been 
used  as  Parliamentary  tools  and  hacks  ; 
others  because  they  had  been  useful  in 
electioneering  operations ;  and  others 
because  they  were  of  no  earthly  use  to 
anybody,  and  it  had  been  found  abso- 
lutely cheaper  to  pay  them  for  doing 
nothing  than  to  keep  them  muddling 
around  Publie  Offices.  On  that  point 
much  evidence  had  been  given  before 
the  Commission  on  the  Civil  Services 
now  sitting.  Mr.  Collet,  the  Director  of 
Naval  Contracts,  stated  that  the  re- 
organization of  his  Department  meant 
the  pensioning  off  of  a  lot  of  incom- 
petent men.  It  could  be  proved  that  the 
reorganization  game,  as  played  at  the 
Admiralty,  had  burdened  the  country 
with  hundreds  of  persons  who  were 
heavily  pensioned  for  no  other  reason 
than  that  they  were  found  so  intoler- 
ably useless  that  it  was  desirable  on 
any  terms  to  get  rid  of  thera,  or  their 
places  were  wanted  for  the  friends  of 
newcomers  into  office.  It  would  be  seen, 
by  an  examination  of  the  Return  moved 
for  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Morpeth 
(Mr.  Burt),  that  in  1857  the  reorganiza- 
tion of  the  Accountant  General's  De- 
partment alone  cost  £4,517  a-year  in 
pensions;  in  1869  another  reorganization 
cost  £8,400  a-year ;  and  in  1878-9  a  fur- 
ther  reorganization  cost  £21,000  a-year 
in  pensions  and  £52,000  in  bonuses. 
Clerks  who  at  that  time  were  not  more 
than  42  or  43  years  of  age  received 
pensions  of  £328  a-year,  and  bonuses 
of  £600  or  £700.  Another  thing  in 
connection  with  these  pensions,  which, 
he  believed,  was  peculiar  to  this 
country,  was  that  a  man  who  received  a 
very  high  salary  in  a  Public  Office  was 
provided  with  a  comfortable  pension 
when  he  was  bound  to  go  out  of  office, 
which  pension  he  received  until  he  got 
another  appointment,  so  that  whether  in 
or  out  of  office  the  country  took  care  of 
him.  No  matter  what  changes  went  on  in 
the  political  world,  he  had  a  good  salary 
or  pension.  There  was  one  caso,  at  least, 
at  the  present  moment  which  was  nothing 
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inoro  or    loss    than   a   public   scandal. !  cliffo  deserved  a  pension  was  one  thing, 
There  was  an  amount  of  £1 ,200  a-year    but  whether  it  should  be  taken  from  this 
added  to  the  Civil  List  on  the  roconi-    scanty  fund,  while  poor  literary  men  and 
mondation  of  the  Ministers  of  the  day.  ;  artists   were    allowed    to    starve,   was 
The  object  for  which   that  money  was    another  question  which  he  would  leave 
provided  by  a  Eesolution  of  that  llouso    to  the  House.     Surely  there  were  other 
in  1834  was  that  it  should  be  annually  '  funds  from  which  these  extravagant  pen- 
given  to  those  who  by  personal  services  j  sions  might  be  taken.    The  principle  on 
to  the  Crown,  by  the    performance  of !  which  the  pensions  were  awarded  often 
duties  to  the  public,  or  by  useful  dis- ;  baffled  comprehension.     Two  years  ago 
coveries  in  scienoe,  or  by  their  attain-  '  £100  a-year  was  awarded  to  Mr.  Au- 
ments  in  literature  and  the  arts,  had    gustus  Mongredien,  while  Mr.  Jefferies, 
merited  the    gracious    consideration  of    an  author  of  groat  and  singular  merit, 
the  Sovoreip:n  and  the  gratitude  of  the  ,  who  had  added  very  charming  books  to 
country.     No  one  who  was  acquainted  ,  the  literature  cf  this  country,  was  vainly 
with  tlie  way  in  which  those  matters  '  seeking  a  pension,  and  was  allowed  to 
were  managed  in  this  country  would  bo  !  pass  the  remainder  of  his  usefal  days 
surprised  to  learn  that  literature,  science,  I  in  the  utmost  penury  and  want.  Would 
and  art  had  seen  very  little  indeed  of  !  any  three  Members  of  that  House  say 
this  money.     The  pensions  had   gene-  |  that   Mr.   Mongredien   deserved    £100 
rally  gone   to  political   friends  of  the  |  a-year  for  anything  which  he  had  writ- 
Ministers  of  the  day,  or  to  someone  who  |  ten  ?    That  pension  was  a  specimen  of 
was    already  receiving  pensions   from  I  the  maladministration  of  the  fund.  The 
another  Department  of  the  State,  and  i  fund  was  small  at  the  best,  and  it  ought 
literature,  science,   and    art   had   b'.*on  '  to  be  awarded  by  the  Minister  of  the 
coolly  kicked  out-of-doors.     It  was  very    day  with  the  utmost  discretion,  tact,  and 
difRcult  to  get  together  the  instances  in    good  feeling.  He  eame  next  to  pensions 
which  these  pensions  of  £1,'200  a-year  i  given  to  Civil  servants.  He  had  counted 
had  been  awarded.     The}'  wero  not  pub-    400  persons  who  were  comfortably  pen- 
lished  in   any  one   Paper.      They   ap-  '  sioned  oflf  before  they  were  40  years  of 
peered  in  separate  Papers,  but  were  not    age,  and  774   who   were  pensioned  off 
brought  together.     lie  had  been  over  '.  when  between  40  and  50  years  of  age^ 
these  Papers,  and  he  would  venture  to    or   1,180  who  received  pensions  before 
trouble  the   House  with  two  or  three  '  they    had    reached    50   years  of  age. 
specimens  of    the   way  in   which    the  '  Scarcely  one  of  them,  as  far  as  he  coidd 
fund  for  the  relief  of  necessitous  per-  \  ascertain    from   the   records,    deserved 
sons  had  been  applied.     Joseph  Haydn,  \  either  a  large  salary  or  a  pension.     In 
the  author  of  The  Dictionary  of  Dates,  *  1851  apensionof  £500  a-year  was  given 
who   was    living    in    great   want    and  >  to  a  man  of  25  years  of  age.  What  service 
misery,  was  allotted  a  pension  of  £25  :  could  he  have  rendered  to  the  oountry 
a-ycar  in  order  to  make  his  declining    to   deserve    such  a  pension    as  that  ? 
years  more  comfortable.     The  widow  of  ;  Another  person  of  25  years  of  age  got 
Thomas  Hood  received  £  100  a-year,  and  '  £300  a-year,  and  a  lad  of  22  g^t  a  pension 
the  widow,  of  Douglas  Jerrold  also  re-  \  of  £150  a-year.     He  contended  that  if 
ceived£  100  a-ycar.    Those  were  genuine    there  were  any  principle  under  which 
pensions   given  to  literary  persons,  or    those    persons  were   entitled   either  to 
those  who  wero  nearest  and  dearest  to    pensionsor  compensation  allowance,  that 
them  in   tlie  world,     liut  lot  them  com-    principle  ought  to  be  abolished  forth- 
pare   with  these  the  pension  given  to  '.  with,    and  nothing  should  be  paid  to 
Piiuco    Lucien     Bonaparte,     who     re-  '  persons  who  had  done  nothing  for  the 
ceived    £'J50    a-year    from    the    same    country.     In  the  Foreign  Office  a  chief 
fund,  which  was  understood   to  be  in-    clerk  received  a  salary  of  £1,250  a-year 
tended  for  the  recognition  chiefly  of  ser- !  — and  from  his  observation  of  the  world 
vices  connected  with  literature,  science,    he  should  say  that  £1,250  a-year  was  ft 
and   art.       Another    pension   of    £500    very  fair  salary  for  a  chief  clerk,  and 
a-year  was  given  to  Lady  Stratford  do    that  there  were  many  men  who  would  do 
Eedcliffe  out  of  the  same  scanty  fund,    the  work  for  half  the  money.     This 
altboughher  husband  received  enormous    gentleman,  however,  received  in  addi- 
sums  during  his  period  of  service  to  the    tion  £950  a-year  in  the  shape  of  com- 
State.  Whether  Lady  Stratford  do  Bed-  j  pensation  for  the   abolition  of  certain 
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imaginary  agencies,  so  that  he  got  alto- 
gether JB2,200  a-year.  Prince  Bismarck 
got  £1,500  a-year;  but,  no  doubt,  this 
Foreign  Office  clerk  was  worth  more 
than  Prince  Bismarck,  and  they  had  been 
told  that  they  must  not  compare  any- 
thing German  with  anything  English. 
Another  clerk  in  the  Foreign  Office  re- 
ceived a  salary  of  £925  a-yoar  for  29 
years,  and  at  the  age  47  he  was  re- 
tired on  a  pension  of  £650.  No  one 
could  say  that  this  clerk  had  served  an 
ungrateful  country.  In  the  Bankruptcy 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade  it 
was  found  that  14  persons  were  not  re- 
quired, and  they  were  quartered  on  the 
taxpayers  at  a  cost  of  £3,135  a-year. 
If  they  had  been  employed  by  a  private 
firm  they  would  simply  have  received 
notice  to  go  and  there  would  have  been 
an  end  of  the  matter.  One  of  these 
persons  after  14  years  of  easy  service 
received  a  pension  of  £1,200  a-year. 
This  was  what  was  called  managing  the 
funds  of  the  country  in  an  economical 
and  creditable  manner.  In  1859  several 
offices  connected  with  the  Order  of  the 
Bath  were  abolished.  One  of  them  was 
a  "blanc  Coursier  Herald,"  whatever 
heraldic  prodigy  that  may  be,  and  he 
received  £124  a-year  for  life.  Admiral 
Seymour  held  three  offices  and  received 
a  different  pension  for  each,  in  addi- 
tion to  his  other  emoluments,  which 
were  very  considerable.  The  best 
thing  that  could  happen  to  a  man  in 
the  public  employment  was  that  his 
office  should  be  abolished.  It  was  true 
that  he  lost  his  appointment,  but  he  re- 
tained, what  he  valued  far  more,  the 
emolument,  and  whatever  happened  he 
was  well  taken  care  of  for  the  rest  of  his 
life.  He  would  ask  hon.  Members  to 
look  at  a  case,  which  would  be  found 
in  the  Appendix,  on  page  8,  of  a  Consul 
who  retired  in  1852  and  was  supposed 
to  be  done  with.  Yet  this  gentleman 
had  been  receiving  a  pension  of  £600 
a-year  ever  since,  and  he  was  at  the 
matare  age  of  38  when  this  stroke  of 
g^ood  look  overtook  him  in  the  entire 
abolition  of  his  office.  Then  there  was 
the  Second  Secretary  at  Constantinople, 
who  retired  at  the  age  of  44  with  a 
pension  of  £900  a-year.  There  was  an 
extra  chaplain,  who  had  only  served  for 
two  years,  and  had  preached,  perhaps, 
100  sermons,  more  or  less  indifferent, 
during  that  period,  and  who  was  retired 
on  a  pension  of  £75  10«.  for  life,  after 
Jurrin^  received   his  salary  of   £350 


a-year  for  two  years.  He  had  now  re- 
ceived £1,600,  and  the  profits  were  still 
pouring  in.  Clearly,  literature,  science, 
and  art  were  not  in  it  with  the  chaplains. 
A  third  class  interpreter  in  China  was 
paid  £528  a-year,  and  then  retired 
exhausted  at  32,  after  11  years'  ser- 
vice, with  a  pension  of  £146  a-year. 
Ill-health  was  the  cause  assigned  for 
the  retirement  in  1875;  but,  as  he  was 
still  alive,  it  was  probable  that  the 
pension  had  re-invigorated  him.  Then 
there  was  the  solicitor  in  the  Office 
of  Works,  who  received  £1,800  a-year, 
and  was  pensioned  off  in  1868  at  £1,200 
a-year.  They  all  knew  that  solicitors 
got  the  best  of  it  in  this  world  ;  but  he 
thought  that  very  few  of  them  drew 
such  a  prize  as  that.  The  Legal  Pro- 
fession, as  anyone  would  suppose,  came 
well  out  of  a  scramble  of  this  kind. 
There  was  the  case  of  Sir  T.  B.  Maule, 
Director  of  Public  Prosecutions,  who 
received  a  pension  of  £500  a-year  for 
life  after  four  years'  service.  He  called 
that  a  monstrous  abuse  of  the  public 
money ;  and  he  believed  the  country, 
when  the  facts  came  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  taxpayers,  would  regard  it  as  an 
outrage  upon  them.  The  Legal  Visitors 
of  Lunatics  had  a  pension  of  £350  after 
seven  years'  service.  That  case  was 
very  remarkable,  because  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General  had  reported 
that  the  gentlemen  in  question  was  not 
entitled  to  compensation  at  all.  Never- 
theless, the  money  was  given  all  the 
same.  The  Registrar  of  the  Court  of 
Bankruptcy  retired  on  a  pension  of 
£666  after  six  years'  service.  The  pay- 
ment of  that  money,  also,  was  an  out- 
rage upon  the  public.  Ho  had  dipped 
into  the  book,  and  had  taken  the  cases 
at  random  from  the  Appendix.  He  did 
not  search  for  them ;  but  he  had  opened 
page  after  page  of  the  book  at  random, 
and  he  thought  he  had  given  sufficient 
cases  to  show  the  necessity  for  a  revision 
of  the  whole  of  the  pension  system.  It 
might  be  contended  that  the  pension 
system  was  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  efficiency  of  the 
Public  Service ;  but  other  nations,  quite 
as  clever  and  as  prosperous  as  we  were, 
did  not  think  so.  The  United  States 
paid  no  pension  to  the  President,  or  to 
the  Cabinet,  or  to  any  person  in  Civil 
employ. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Mattuews)  (Birmingham,  E.) ;  No, 
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Mr.  JENNINGS  said,  yes.  Pro- 
bably the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew 
more  about  the  United  States  than  he 
did;  but  ho  ventured  to  inform  the 
right  hon.  Gontlenmn  that  he  was  strictly 
accurato  in  his  statement,  and  tha^  there 
was  no  pension  system  in  the  United 
States,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  find  out  if  ho  would  institute  such 
nn  inquiry  into  tho  matter  as  ho  (Mr. 
Jennings)  liad  done.  No  doubt,  largo 
amounts  of  money  had  been  paid  of  late 
years  in  the  shape  of  pensions — an 
amount  of  money  exceeding  our  own 
Pension  List ;  but  it  was  only  for  services 
rendered  durinj?  the  Civil  War.  [AFr. 
MuNDELLA  :  near,  hoar !]  He  was 
quite  aware  of  the  pensions  sponta- 
neously given  to  the  soldiers,  or  their 
wives  and  children,  who  suffered  in  the 
Civil  War  ;  but  that  could  have  no 
sort  of  application  to  the  point  now 
before  the  House.  There  was  no  pen- 
sion system  whatever  in  the  United 
States;  but  the  people  of  that  country 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  tlno 
wives  and  children  of  those  who  had 
lost  their  lives  in  maintaining  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  country  deserved  some 
sort  of  reward.  The  United  States, 
moreover,  were  in  the  singular  position 
of  having  a  Revenue  much  greater  than 
they  knew  what  to  do  with,  and,  there- 
fore, they  had  decided  that  those  who 
fought  in  tho  Civil  War  should  have 
pensions  for  themselves,  and  for  their 
wives  and  children  when  they  were  dead. 
That  was  the  only  instance  of  pensions 
being  paid  in  the  United  States.  And 
from  the  President  down  to  the  humblest 
Civil  servant,  no  man  received  a  pension 
of  one  penny.  No  one  could  suppose  that 
tho  people  of  this  country  would  go  on 
much  longer  paying  extraordinary  high 
salaries  accompanied  by  pensions. 
What  he  demanded  was  that  wo  should 
either  pay  lower  salaries  with  pensions, 
or  the  present  rate  of  salaries  without 
pensions.  It  had  been  suggested,  and 
he  thought  it  was  a  very  reasonable 
suggestion,  that  10  per  cent  should  be 
deducted  from  all  salaries,  in  order  to 
form  a  pension  fund,  and  that  tho  Go- 
vernment should  add  1 0  per  cent  to  that. 
He  believed  that  something  of  that  sort 
would  have  to  be  done.  Ho  did  not 
suppose  that  anyone,  either  in  the  House 
or  out  of  it,  could  believe  that  in  these 
days,  when  everything  was  being  turned 
topsy-turvy,  the  people  of  this  country 


would  be  content  to  pay  twice  or  thrice 
the  fair  market  value  of  labour,  and  in 
the  end  be  required  to  support  in  idle- 
ness the  innumerable  horde  of  Tite 
Barnacles  who  now  infest  the  State. 
Ho  begged  to  second  tho  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  «*That "  to  tho 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wonia 
''  in  the  ojnnion  of  this  House,  steps  should  \to. 
forthwith  taken  to  give  ofFect  to  the  Report  of 
tlic  Select  Committee  on  Perpetual  PennoDs; 
and  that,  considering  the  large  and  increasio^ 
annual  charge  upon  the  Country  for  geneni 
pensions  and  non-effective  services,  it  is  dear- 
able  to  adopt  measures  for  tho  thorough  revisioa 
of   tho  entire  pension  system,'* — {Mr.  Brtd- 
laugh,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr..  0.  HALL  (Cambridgeshire,  Ches- 
terton) said,  he  did  not  propose  to  follow 
his  hon.  Friend  in  the  interesting  speech 
he    had   just    delivered.      He    wiAed 
rather  to  refer  to  the  first  matter  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  in  moving  his 
Eesolution — namely,  the  annual  payment 
by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Treasuzj  to 
the  Duchy  of  Cornwall.     There  seemed 
to  be  some  doubt  and  misapprehension 
on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton ;     but    the    matter    was 
an     exceedingly    simple    one,    and  it 
had  been  most  clearly  explained  to  the 
Select  Committee  by  Sir  Beg^nald  Welby 
in  his  evidence.     His  (Mr.  C.  Hall's) 
only  apology  for  addressing  the  House 
upon  the  matter  now,  was  the  desire  he 
felt  to  correct  a  doubt  which  appeared 
to  provail  in  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton ;   as  a  matter  of 
fact  the  payment  in  question  was  not 
a  pension   at   all.     Tho  facts  were  as 
follows :  By  an  Act  of  Parliament,  or, 
rather,  under  a  Charter  of  Edward  III., 
there  were  granted  to  the  first  Duke  of 
Cornwall  certain  tin  duties,  post  groats, 
and  white  rent.  By  the  Charter  thej  were 
made  payable  to  the  Duke  of  Cornwall, 
and  it  was  expressly  stated  that  they 
were  never  to  bo  severed  from,  but  were 
to  bo  part  and  parcel  of  the  possessions 
of  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall.     In  the  first 
year  of  tho  reign  of  Her  Majesty  it  was 
decided  to  abolish  the  tin  duties,  owing 
to  the  fact  that  tin  was  no  longer  con* 
verted  into  coin,  and  one  of  the  first  aoti 
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of  Her  Majesty's  Goyernment  was  to 
decide  that  those  duties  should  be 
abolished  and  a  payment  made  in  lieu 
thereof.  The  Lords  Commissioners  of 
the  Treasury  were  empowered  to  ascer- 
tain the  average  annual  value  of  those 
duties  during  the  last  10  years,  after 
deducting  the  expenses  of  collection, 
and  on  that  being  ascertained  the  Com- 
missioners were  to  pay  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  to  llor  Majesty  —  or 
whoever  was  then  in  possession  of  the 
Duchy  of  Cornwall — the  average  annual 
amount  so  ascertained,  year  by  year. 
That  was  the  way  in  which  the  matter 
stood  then,  and  the  amount  was  arrived 
at  after  careful  consideration  by  the 
Jjords  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury 
for  the  time  being.  The  amount  then 
fixed  had  been  correctly  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  and  was 
ascertained  to  be  on  the  post  groats  a 
sum  of  £620  per  annum.  The  Lords 
Commissioners  then  issued  a  Treasury 
Minute  stating  that  his  late  Majesty 
William  lY.  had  announced  his  inten- 
tion of  not  pressing  for  payment  of  this 
£620. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  said,  the  words 
were  that  His  Majesty  expressed  his  in- 
tention of  abolishing  post  groats,  tin 
daties,  and  white  rent  from  the  5th  of 
April,  1841.  It  further  stated  that  His 
Majesty  was  pleased  to  confirm  that  in- 
tention ;  and  therefore  that  the  Lords' 
Commissioners  were  of  opinion  that  it 
was  no  longer  necessary  to  provide  for 
this  sum  of  £620  beyond  the  5th  of 
April,  and  that  the  compensation  would 
be  terminated  after  this  date. 

Mju  C.  hall  said,  he  was  quite 
aware  of  that,  and  was  jnst  going  to 
read  the  Minute.  The  hon.  Member, 
however,  had  saved  him  the  trouble; 
but  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  argu- 
ment. Any  lawyer  would  hold  that 
the  Sovereign  had  no  right  whatever  to 
surrender  those  duties  beyond  the  time 
she  was  entitled  to  receive  them  herself. 
She  could  not  surrender  duties  which 
belonged  to  any  succeeding  Duke  of 
Cornwall,  and  directly  there  was  a  Duke 
of  Cornwall — that  was  to  say  on  the 
birth  of  His  Koyal  Highness  the  Prince 
of  Wales,  the  surrender  would  cease  to 
have  effect.  It  was  expressly  enacted  that 
Her  Majesty  should  have  no  more  power 
to  surrender  the  money  payable  by  the 
Lords  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury 
in  lieu  of  the  duties  than  she  had  to  sur- 


render the  duties  themselves.  The  fifth 
section  of  the  Act,  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber seemed  to'have  overlooked,  expressly 
enacted  that. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  asked,  if  the 
hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  would  read 
the  section  of  the  Act  which  abolished 
the  duties  altogether  ? 

Mr.  C.  hall  said,  he  would  do  so  if 
the  hon.  Member  desired  ;  but  it  really 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  question. 
Although  the  duties  were  abolished  the 
Act  went  on  to  say  that  a  payment  was 
to  be  made  instead  of  duties,  and  Her 
Majesty  had  no  more  power  to  surrender 
that  payment  than  she  had  to  surrender 
the  duties  before  the  Act  passed.  That 
disposed  of  the  legal  part  of  the  ques- 
tion. He  now  came  to  the  other  part,  on 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
based  his  complaint.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  the 
Treasury,  knowing  the  intention  of 
William  IV.,  and  the  expressed  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty,  issued  a  Minute, 
which  was  in  fact  the  fons  $t  origo  malt 
of  the  complaint  of  the  hon.  Member. 
That  Minute  stated  that  in  future  the 
sum  of  £620  would  not  be  required  to 
be  paid.  But  shortly  before  the  Prince 
of  Wales  was  born,  the  officers  of  the 
Duchy  pointed  out  to  theCommissioneis 
that  Her  Majesty  had  no  power  to  sur- 
render the  rights  of  a  future  Duke  of 
Cornwall.  The  Lords  Commissioners 
of  the  Treasury,  no  doubt  being  well 
advised  in  the  matter,  came  to  the  same 
conclusion,  and  upon  the  birth  of  the 
Duke  of  Cornwall  directed  the  payment 
to  be  continued.  He  venturea  to  say 
that  no  other  conclusion  was  possible. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  that  not  only 
was  there  no  evidence  of  that;  but  Sir 
Reginald  Welby  had  stated  in  his  evi- 
dence that  there  was  no  Minute  of  any 
kind  after  the  year  1841. 

Mr.  C.  hall  said,  the  hon.  Member 
was  again  a  little  premature.  He  was 
just  going  to  state  that  there  was  no 
Minute  to  that  effect ;  but  there  was  a 
correspondence  to  that  effect,  of  which 
evidence  was  given  before  the  Select 
Committee.  [Mr.  Bradlauoh:  No.] 
If  the  hon.  Member  would  exhibit  a 
little  more  patience,  he  would  find  that 
he  was  stating  the  facti  quite  correctly. 
He  wished,  however,  to  point  out  an 
inaccuracy  of  the  hon.  Member.  The 
hon.  Member  had  stated  that  King 
William  lY.  announced  his  intentiou 
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not  pressing  for  this  payment,  because 
it  was  only  £10  a-year.  There  was 
no  evidence  whatever  to  support  that. 
The  lease  for  that  sum  was  given  to 
a  gentleman  who  had  been  a  distin- 
guished officer  in  the  Duchy,  and  at  the 
expiration  of  the  lease,  King  William 
would  become  entitled  to  the  £620 
a-year  in  the  same  way  as  His  Koyal 
Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales  was  now, 
and  the  sum  had  been  paid  ever  since. 
Ho  believed  he  had  dealt  with  the 
matter  before  the  House.  The  sole  com- 
plaint of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton was  that  the  Lords  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Treasury,  when  they 
received  a  communication  from  the 
Council  of  the  Duchy,  and  determined 
that  they  must  pay,  having  no  alterna- 
tivo  but  to  do  so,  forgot  to  issue  a 
Minute  recording  the  fact.  This  was 
no  new  matter.  The  hon.  Member 
had  called  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  when  it  was  in  power,  to  the 
matter ;  he  had  brought  it  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler),  who  conferred  on  the  subject 
with  the  Lords  Commissioners  of 
the  Treasury.  He  ventured  to  say 
that  the  subject  had  been  most  care- 
fully sifted  by  the  present  and  late 
Government,  and  the  result  was  as  had 
been  stated.  The  payment  had  been 
made  for  over  40  years  without  dispute 
or  opposition ;  but  there  was  one  fact 
which  came  out  in  evidence,  and  it  was 
that  when  the  Government  for  the  time 
being  considered  the  question  of  the 
allowance  to  be  made  to  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales  on  his 
marriage,  computations  were  made  in 
which  this  amount  of  £620  a-year  was 
taken  into  account  as  being  part  of  the 
revenues  of  the  Duchy,  so  that  the 
country  had  not  been  the  loser  of  one 
penny  in  this  respect.  He  had  thought 
it  necessary  to  make  theso  observations 
in  order  that  the  circumstances  should 
bo  understood  by  the  House.  The  hon. 
Member  had,  he  ventured  to  say  with 
all  possible  respect,  discovered  a  mare's 
nest ;  and  he  regretted  that  ho  was  so 
loth  to  admit  the  fact  after  the  conclu- 
sive evidence  given  before  the  Select 
Committee. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.    W.  H.   Smith)   (Strand, 

Mr.  C.  HaU 


Westminster) :  I  may,  perhaps,  follow 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  who 
has  disposed  of  the  two  most  important 
charges  made  in  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton.  But  before 
I  proceed  to  say  anything  on  the  question, 
let  me  at  once  admit  that  this  is  by  no 
moans  a  Party  question.  I  have,  there- 
fore, no  reason  to  complain  of  hon. 
Members  on  either  side  of  the  House, 
who  endeavour  to  lessen  the  public 
burdens  and  to  cure  any  defects  which 
may  have  grown  up  in  the  past  in  the 
public  administration.  Both  sides  of  the 
House  and  we  ourselves  on  these  Benches 
will  cordially  welcome  any  assistance 
which  may  tend  to  do  justice  to  the 
public  at  large  as  well  as  to  public 
servants.  The  hon.  Member,  in  speak* 
ing  of  the  subject  of  pensions,  laid  down 
the  proposition  that  every  Civil  servant 
should  make  provision  for  himself.  He 
was  bound  to  admit  that  this  principle 
was  sound,  and  should  be  generally  ap- 
plied if  possible.  The  justification  lot 
pensions  can  only  be  found  in  the  public 
advantage  and  necessity.  The  question 
we  have  to  consider  is  whether  those 
who  have  accepted  office  and  come  into 
the  enjoyment  of  pensions  should  be  de- 
prived of  them.  I  apprehend  that  no 
one  would  desire  that  faith  should  be 
broken  to  anyone  who  is  entitled  as  the 
result  of  past  service  to  pensions  or 
superannuations,  or  any  payment  out  of 
the  public  funds.  I  agree  that  justice 
should  bo  done  without  regard  to  Party 
partiality  or  interest.  The  hon.  Member 
directed  special  attention  to  certain  pen- 
sions paid  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
It  is  not  for  me  to  defend  these  pensions. 
They  have  been  established  by  Parlia- 
ment, and  must  be  presumed,  therefore, 
to  have  been  established  on  the  ground 
of  public  policy.  I  can  imagine  that 
many  pensioners  have  rendered  great 
service  in  the  past,  and  have  arrived  at 
high  office  and  distinction  by  reason  of 
their  ability  and  devotion  to  the  Public 
Service.  I  can  imagine  that  these  gentle- 
men, having  been  withdrawn  from  the 
ordinary  occupations  of  life,  have  not 
had  the  opportunity  of  increasing  their 
private  fortune  or  providing  for  the 
vicissitudes  of  affairs.  I  state  this  be- 
cause I  have  had  occasion  to  consider 
whether  it  was  fair  or  right  that  certain 
applications  should  be  entertained ;  and 
I  have  come  to  the  conclusion  that  pro- 
bably none  are  of  greater  consideration 
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to  the  State  than  the  men  who  have  de- 
voted themselves  through  a  long  life  to 
the  Public  Service,  having  thereby  de- 
prived themselves  of  the  opportunity  of 
making  a  fortune  adequate  to  their  posi- 
tions in  life.  The  hon.  Member  is  aware 
that  a  declaration  is  required  from  all 
public  servants  who  accept  pensions  that 
they  need  such  assistance  to  enable  them 
to  live  in  private  life.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings)  made  a 
serious  indictment  against  the  action  of 
our  forefathers.  We  are  not  here  to  defend 
that  action,  but  we  are  here  to  maintain 
public  faithi  and  with  a  qualification  that 
due  regard  should  be  had  to  the  just 
claims  of  the  recipients  of  pensions,  I  can 
have  no  objection  to  the  Motion.  My 
hon.  Friend,  in  the  course  of  his  interest- 
ing speech,  spoke  of  persons  who  have 
no  earthly  claim  to  pensions ;  of  incom- 
petent men  who  have  been  pensioned, 
of  persons  pensioned  simply  because 
places  were  wanted  for  newcomers,  who 
were  intolerably  incompetent.  I  have 
probably  as  great  a  knowledge  of  what 
IS  called  the  organization  of  the  public 
offices  as  any  man  in  this  House.  I 
have  had  the  experience  of  20  or  30 
years.  I  have  some  experience,  also,  of 
business  in  private  life,  and  I  have 
found  cases  in  which  employers  have 
felt  themselves  bound  to  make  some 
provision  for  men  who,  after  having 
served  them  faithfully  for  10,  15,  or  20 
years,  or  perhaps  longer,  have  become 
gradually  less  capable  and  less  com- 
petent for  the  work  required  of  them ; 
and  under  these  circumstances,  if  there 
were  no  positive  fault,  their  employers 
haye  felt  it  to  their  interest  and  advan- 
tage not  to  leave  them  absolutely  without 
means.  I  am  not  urging  anything 
which  appears  contrary  to  the  public 
interest,  nor  do  I  desire  to  incur  any 
charge  which  might  be  avoided  with 
due  regard  to  the  public  interest.  How 
would  you  have  the  public  served? 
Would  you  have  them  served  by  faithful 
servants  who  know  that  they  have  a 
certainty  or  by  men  who  know  that  they 
may  be  used  for  a  g^ven  time  and  then 
cast  aside  ?  I  am  aware  from  my  own 
experience  that  one  of  the  great  reasons 
which  induces  competent  men  to  enter 
the  service  of  the  State  is  the  knowledge 
that  they  cannot  be  thrown  aside,  that 
they  will  make  a  career,  and  that  not 
erea  the  caprice  of  a  superior  officer  can 
b^TO  the   effect   ol    determining    that 


career  unless  some  grave  fault  is  com- 
mitted. Undoubtedly  that  security  has 
some  great  disadvantages.  It  has  the 
disadvantage  of  a  superannuation  charge 
and  of  the  comparative  independence 
which  an  officer  may  have  with  regard  to 
those  under  whom  he  serves ;  but  it  has 
great  advantages,  inasmuch  asitgivesthe 
officer  himself  a  motive  for  giving  all 
his  energies  and  devoting  himself  en- 
tirely to  the  service  of  the  State,  because 
he  knows  that  he  will  be  cared  for  in 
the  long  run.  Another  argument  by 
which  pensions  can  be  justified  is  that 
we  take  young  men  into  the  public 
service  just  at  the  age  when  they  would 
otherwise  be  able  by  entering  into  some 
business  or  profession  to  make  a  position 
in  life  for  themselves.  The  Government 
are  fully  prepared  to  go  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  in  a  desiro  to 
effect  economy  and  to  examine  into  the 
system  under  which  these  pensions  and 
superannuations  are  given.  I  am  pre- 
pared to  go  as  far  as  we  can  with  the 
hon.  Member,  but  do  not  let  us  take  a 
step  which  would  deprive  the  Public 
Service  of  the  best  servants.  Do  not  let 
us  sacrifice  efficiency  for  the  sake  of  a 
temporary  economy.  My  hon.  Friend 
behind  me  made  the  very  important 
statement  that  there  were  no  pensions 
in  the  United  States  Civil  Service;  I 
believe  that  statement  to  be  entirely  ac- 
curate, but  if  there  is  one  subject  which 
more  than  any  other  attracts  attention 
in  the  United  States,  it  is  that  very 
condition  of  the  Civil  Service.  Until 
recently,  at  all  events,  a  Civil  servant  in 
the  United  States  was  liable  to  dismissal 
on  a  change  in  the  Presidency.  Well, 
I  cannot  think  that  the  Public  Service 
gains  by  that  system,  and  I  believe  it 
has  been  admitted  by  some  of  the  best 
men  in  the  United  States  that  a  Civil 
Service  founded  on  something  like  our 
own  system  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage to  their  country,  and  would 
leave  the  Civil  Service  out  of  the  area 
of  public  politics.  I  have  also  to  remind 
the  House  again  of  one  fact  in  connec- 
tion with  the  present  serious  charges 
for  superannuations.  It  is  that  this 
subject  has  been  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House  of  Commons  repeatedly 
for  the  last  30  or  40  years.  In  1857  an 
Act  was  passed  which  abolished  the 
contributions  made  by  public  servants 
themselves  to  the  Superannuation  Fund, 
on  the  ground  that  the  abolition  was  a 


215 


Perpetual 


1  COMMONS} 


Pensiont. 


216 


public  advantage.  Tho  Eesolution  on 
which  that  Act  was  founded  was  carried 
in  opposition  to  the  Government  of  the 
day.  [Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor:  Lord 
Naas's  Eesolution.j  The  House  of 
Commons  at  that  time  had  the  whole 
subject  under  consideration.  I  am  not, 
however,  by  any  means  unwilling 
that  the  House  of  Commons  should 
again  review  the  conditions  under  which 
these  allowances  are  made.  I  ask  the 
House  to  assist  the  Government  in  a 
matter  which  is  not  a  Party  question  at 
all,  for  I  have  no  doubt  that  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  are  as  anxious  as  I 
am  myself  that  there  should  be  economy 
and  above  all  that  there  should  be 
efficiency  in  the  Public  Service.  I  have, 
therefore,  Sir,  to  suggest  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  that  in  lieu  of 
the  words  on  the  Paper  he  should 
move : — 

''That  in  tho  opinion  of  this  House  steps 
should  be  forthwith  taken  to  determine  here- 
ditary pensions  and  allowances  with  due  regard 
to  any  just  claims  of  the  respective  recipients 
and  to  economy  in  the  public  expenditure  ;  and 
that,  considering  the  large  and  increasing 
annual  charge  upon  the  country  for  general 
pensions  and  non-effective  services,  it  is  desir- 
able to  adopt  measures  for  the  thorough  revi- 
sion of  tho  entire  pension  system.'' 

If  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  adopt  these 
words  the  Government  will  cordially 
accept  them,  and  we  will  endeavour,  as 
far  as  in  us  lies,  to  g:ive  effect  to  them. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  he  gladly 
assented  to  the  proposed  change,  and 
he  did  so  the  more  readily  because  the 
words  suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman were  precisely  the  same  as  he 
had  himself  placed  on  the  Order  Book 
of  the  House  when  he  first  moved  in  tho 
matter.  He  would  ask  the  indulgence 
of  tho  House  to  explain  one  state- 
ment of  the  Attorney  General  for  tho 
Duchy  (Mr.  C.  Hall),  whom  he  was 
afraid  he  had  too  often  interrupted. 
There  was  no  Correspondence  whatever 
which  showed  that  tho  Treasury  had 
considered  and  decided  on  the  continu- 
ance of  the  £630  14*.  2d,  There  was  a 
protest  by  the  Duchy,  and  nothing  more. 
In  the  examination  of  Sir  Reginald 
Wei  by  before  the  Select  Committee, 
Question  420,  the  Chairman  asked — 

"You  assumed  from  that,  in  your  former 
answer,  that  there  was  a  subsequent  decision  of 
the  Treasury,  which  might  not  be  recorded  upon 
the  Minute  Book,  that  the  payment  ought  to  be 
continued  P" 

Mr.  TT.  H.  Smith 


Sir  Reginald  Welby  answered — 

"  I  have  got  no  evidence  to  pat  before  the 
Committee  in  confirmation  of  Bach  an  opinion. 
It  is  difficult  for  me  to  suppose  that  the  pay- 
ment would  have  been  continued  without  some 
instruction.  At  the  same  time,  I  wish  the 
Committee  particularly  to  anderstand  that  I 
have  got  no  evidence  whatever  to  offer  in  sap- 
port  of  this  opinion.'* 

This  clearly  showed  the  accuracy  of  the 
statement  he  had  made  to  the  House. 

Mb.  W.   E.    GLADSTONE    (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  I  am  somewhat 
unwilling  to  interpose,  but  the  question 
is  one  of  great  importance,  and  there 
are  a  few  words  which   I  think  it  is 
necessary  for  me  to  say  about  it  in  con- 
sequence of  a  portion  of  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Jennings),  although  with  regard  to  the 
general  tenour  of  that  speech  I  thought 
it  was  a  valuable  addition  to  this  debate. 
I  am  extremely  glad  that  the  GoTorn- 
ment  have  taken  a  prudent  course  in 
accepting  the  substance  of  this  Motion, 
and  I  ag^ee  in  thinking  that  the  modi- 
fication which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  made  in  the  terms  of  the  Motion  is 
in  the  nature  of  an  improvement.     I 
feci  that  tho  Government  in  accepting 
such  a  Motion  have   undertaken  very 
considerable  responsibility,  for  there  is 
no  question  of  promising  to  give  con- 
sideration in  the  sense  in  which  naturally 
and  necessarily  such  promises  are  oflken 
made.    It  is  quite  evident,  considering 
the  vastness  of  the  subject  and  the  ex- 
tent and  divergence  of  its  branches,  the 
Government  will  have  to  consider,  first, 
how  far  provision  has  already  been  made 
in  the  Commission  already  sitting  as  to 
some    portion    of    the    subject;    and, 
secondly,  what  course  should  be  taken 
to  promote  a  practical  handling  or  to 
promote  a  careful  examination  of  other 
branches  of  the  question.     Undoubt- 
edly I  for   one,   and   the    Mover  and 
Seconder  of  the  Motion  also,  will  ex- 
pect that  some  practical  course  should 
be  adopted.     Tiie  question  is  perhaps  a 
wider  one  than  most  Members  of  the 
House  are  aware  of.     While  the  atten- 
tion  is  attracted  by  a    great  mass  of 
figures  which  express  the  burden  of  the 
country  in  connection  with  the  neces- 
sarily very  large   and   extended  Oivil 
Service,  there  are  many  branches  of  the 
subject  which  require  distinct  and  sepa- 
rate examination.    I  may  now  critiouse 
that  portion  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  in  which  he  Ibiind 
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it  necessary  to  refer  in  some  detail  to 
the  delicate  and  difficult  questions  re- 
lating to  the  administration  of  the  annual 
grant  of  £1,200  a-y ear  at  the  disposal 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.     In 
the  first  place  let  me  say,  having  had 
the  administration  of  it  for  11   years, 
and  having  known  something  of  its  ad- 
ministration by  others,  I  can  venture  to 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  under 
an  entire  misapprehension  in  supposing 
that  the  grant,  so  far  as  I  know,  has 
ever  been  distributed  with  reference  to 
political  considerations.  I  venture  to  state 
that  with  very  great  confidence.     Un- 
doubtedly a  case  did  happen  many  years 
ago — nearly  60   years  ago — on   which 
grave  criticism  might  be  made  from  that 
point  of  view ;  but  it  is  entirely  out  of  date, 
and  I  will  not  revive  it  by  mentioning 
names,  though  it  is   obvious  that  the 
reception  that  event  met  with  became 
the  oest  security  against  any  similiar 
abuse.     The  hon.  Member  also  seemed 
to  imagine  that  poverty  was  the  main 
qualification    for   the    receipt    of  these 
pensions.     That,  I  think,  is  not  the  case. 
The  terms  are  laid  down  with  great  care 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament  of  1837.     As  I 
read  the  Act,  and  as  it  has  always  been 
read,  distinction  is  the  necessary  ele- 
ment, and  poverty,  if  it  intervened  at 
all,    is  a  secondary  element.     It  is  an 
element  which  will  not  dispense  with 
the  element  of  distinction.     There  are 
pensions  upon  the  Civil   List    of   the 
Queen  which  are  available  for  poverty, 
but  that  is  not  the  case  here.      The 
£1,200  at  the  disposal  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  must  be  distributed  on 
the    ground    of    distinguished  service, 
though  no  doubt  it  would  not  be  entirely 
decent  to  give  or  to  accept  such  a  grant 
in  cases  where  a  large  income  was  on- 
joyed.     I  will  now  mention  one  or  two 
cases  to  which   the  hon.   Member   re- 
ferred, and  for  which  I  myself  am  re- 
Bponsible.     I  will  only  say  with  regard 
to  these  cases,  and  with  regard  to  the 
Civil  List  generally,  having   been  re- 
sponsible for  a  long  time  for  two  of  the 
most  difficult  and  tho  nicest  branches  of 
the  pension  system — namely,  the  Civil 
List,  pensions  for  distinguished  merit, 
and  pensions  for  distinguished  service, 
that  nothing   would   give    me   greater 
pleasure  than  to  appear  before  a  Com- 
mittee and  give   an   account  of  every 
single  act  I  have  performed  in  this  re- 
spect.     I    was    not  surprised    at    the 


observations  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  I 
make  no  complaint  at  all  with  regard  to 
them.     They   were  not  conceived   any 
more  than  is  any  Party  speech  in  a  Party 
spirit ;  they  were  observations  perfectly 
fair  for  the  hon.  Member  to  make ;  but 
at  the  same  time  I  cannot  accept  their 
justice.     The  hon.  Member  commented 
adversely  on  a  pension  of  £250  granted 
when  I  was  Prime  Minister  to    Prince 
Louis  Lucien  Bonaparte.     I  do  not  think 
poor  mortals  ought  to  be  proud  of  any- 
thing they  do,   but  if  I  were  proud  of 
any  pension  I  ever  gave  it  would  be  of 
that  one,  because  it  was  a  pension  in 
every  point  of  view  most  eminently  ex- 
cellent  and   requisite.     It  so   happens 
that  it  was  made  the  subject  of  pointed 
comment  in  this  House  at  the  time.     I 
made  a  lengthened  statement  in  answer, 
and  I  do  not  think  I  ever  had  the  plea- 
sure  and  satisfaction  of  sitting  down 
after  making  a  statement  amid  more 
universal     cheering.       Prince     Lucien 
Bonaparte  is  a  person  who  has  rendered 
enormous  service  to  literature  at  his  own 
expense  when  he  was  a  comparatively 
opulent    man.      But    the    ruin  of  the 
French  Empire  in  1870  entirely  altered 
the  position  of  Prince  Lucien  and  wholly 
cut  ofiP  his  literary  pursuits.     He  was 
not  responsible  for  the  French  Empire 
or  its  ruin,  but  the  circumstances  made 
it  desirable — and  it  was  no  dishonour  to 
him — that  he  should  receive  an  honour- 
able notice  of  this  kind.     There  was  this 
additional  reason  for  the  pension.     One 
of  the  rules— a  very  good  one — which 
are  generally  observed  in  the  distribu- 
tion of  this  £1,200  is  not  to  give  to  the 
popular    branch     of    literature.      The 
popular  branch  of  literature  pays  itself; 
but  the  services  of  Prince  Lucien  Bona- 
parte, in  connection  with  which  he  in- 
curred a  large  expenditure,  were  in  tho 
department  of  philology,  an  extremely 
difficult  subject,  but  one  very  necessary 
to  be  explored.     At  the  same  time  it  is 
one  which  addresses  itself  to  a  very  com- 
petent but   extremely    narrow  public ; 
indeed  any  book  published  hardly  over 
pays  its  expenses.     Prince  Lucien  was  a 
naturalized  subject  of  the  Crown,  and  in 
every  point  of  view  he  was  one  of  the 
6tte8t,   if  not  the  fittest,   recipient   of 
this   grant.      The    hon.    Member    also 
referred  to  a  pension    of   £100  a-year 
to   Mr.   Mongredien.      I  cannot   recol- 
lect if  that  pension  was  granted  by  me 
or  not ;    but  at  least  it  was  not  a  very 
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large  one.  The  hon.  Gentleman  also 
dwelt  upon  a  case  in  which  I  was 
responsible  for  granting  a  pension  of 
£500  a-year — I  admit  a  very  large  sum 
under  this  grant — to  the  widow  of  Lord 
Stratford  de  Eedcliffe.  I  am  glad  here 
to  be  able  to  illustrate  what  I  have  said 
to  the  effect  that  those  grants  wore  not 
made  with  reference  to  political  predi- 
lections. This  is  seen  by  the  fact  that 
Prince  Lucien  Bonaparte  voted  against 
the  Liberal  candidate  in  the  borough  of 
Chelsea,  where  he  has  a  house,  while 
the  distinguii^hed  nobleman,  Lord  Strat- 
ford de  Rodcliffe,  was  a  well-known 
Conservative,  who  sat  for  between  30 
and  40  years  on  the  other  side  of  this 
House,  or  of  the  House  of  Lords.  Whe- 
ther a  pension  of  £500  could  properly 
be  given  to  the  widow  of  Lord  Stratford 
de  Eedcliffo  is,  I  think,  a  matter  which 
may  well  attract  the  notice,  or  even  the 
animadversion,  of  the  hon.  ^Member, 
and  I  should  bo  happy  to  lay  fully  be- 
fore a  Committee  the  considerations 
which  influenced  me  in  it.  Lord  Strat- 
ford deRedcliffe,  while  he  lived,  enjoyed 
an  income  from  a  diplomatic  pension, 
and  there  was  no  case  for  making  any 
application  on  his  account.  But  when 
he  died  that  pension  expired.  Ho  had 
never  been  a  wealthy  man.  All  his  life 
he  had  devoted  himself  to  the  Public 
Service,  and  the  services  which  he  ren- 
dered in  Constantinople  were  undoubt- 
edly of  the  highest  order.  I  admit  that 
there  may  bo  differences  of  opinion  as 
to  these  services — that  is  to  say,  as  to 
the  policy  on  which  his  acts  were  founded, 
and  as  to  the  justice  of  the  sanguine 
expectations  which  ho  entertained  in 
common  with  Lord  Palmcrston  and  some 
other  able  men  as  to  the  capacity  of  the 
Turkish  Empire  for  what  is  sometimes 
called  regeneration.  Although  I  myself 
have  never  been  a  sanguine  believer  in 
the  regeneration,  there  is  no  doubt 
whatever  that  many  things  were  done 
in  the  time  of  Lord  Stratford  de  Itcd- 
cliffe,  when  ho  was  Ambassador  in  Tur- 
key, which  were  of  the  nature  of  great 
and  substantial  reforms.  If  the  hon. 
Member  wishes  to  know  the  height  to 
which  Lord  Stratford  ascended  as  a 
diplomatist,  and  the  place  he  occupied  in 
the  estimation  of  the  great  majority  of 
people  at  that  period,  let  him  con- 
sult the  history  of  Mr.  Kinglake,  and 
there  he  will  find  the  great  and  eminent 
services  rendered  by  Lord  Stratford  at 
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Constantinople  set  out  with  a  splendour 
I  cannot  rival.  Lord  Stratford,  as  I 
have  said,  was  not  a  wealthy  man,  and 
I  believe  it  is  a  -well- known  fact — there 
is  no  disgrace  in  it — that  his  private 
means  and  economies  disappeared  in 
consequence  of  the  repudiation  by  the 
Turkish  Empire  of  its  debts.  Believing 
in  the  Turk,  and  in  Turkish  regenera- 
tion, he  had  given  that  strongest  of  all 
evidence  of  his  belief  when  he  invested 
in  their  funds — and  unquestionably  it 
became  a  matter  for  consideration  whe- 
ther, so  far  as  the  public  were  concerned, 
Lady  Stratford  was  to  remain  without 
provision.  I  believe  that  all  the  Mem- 
bers whom  I  address  would,  in  the  cir* 
cumstances  in  which  I  then  stood,  have 
done  just  as  I  did  with  respect  to  the 
Motion  before  the  House.  I  will  not 
dilate  upon  the  reasons  which  lead  me  to 
support  it.  They  are  very  strong  in- 
deed. I  have  pointed  to  the  fact  that 
I  do  not  think  it  possible  that  it  can  be 
treated  as  a  mere  abstract  Motion.  I 
consider  it  a  Motion  intended  and  likely 
to  lead  to  practical  results,  and  I  thank 
the  Government  for  having  accepted  it 
in  that  sense.  And  the  evident  intention 
of  the  Government  is  to  give  effect  to 
the  views  of  the  mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment, which  was  so  ably  seconded  by 
the  hon.  Member  opposite,  and  to  place 
this  matter  upon  a  footing  which  shall 
be  above  Party  considerations.  In  these 
circumstances  I  trust  that  in  the  few 
hours  which  this  debate  has  occupied,  a 
fair  amount  of  public  business  has  been 
transacted. 

Mr.  BBADLAUGH  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  his  original  Amendment  in 
order  to  bring  it  up  in  an  amended 
form. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  tho  word  **  That "  to  tho 
end  of  tho  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi 
**  in  tho  opinion  of  this  House,  stops  should  be 
forthwith  taken  to  determine  the  hereditary 
pensions  and  allowances,  with  due  regard  to  tho 
just  claims  of  tho  rcspectivo  recipients,  and  to 
economy  in  the  public  service,  and  that,  con- 
sidering tho  large  and  increasing  annual  chaige 
upon  the  country  for  general  pensions  and  non- 
efi'ectivo  Bcrviccs,  it  is  desirable  to  adopt  mea- 
sures for  the  thorough  revision  of  tho  entire 
pension  system  ;**— (Jtfr.  Bradlaugh,) 

Question  proposed  ^'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 
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protest  against  the  remarks  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jen- 
nings) with  regard  to  a  very  distinguished 
gentleman — Sir  J.  B.  Maule — whose  pen- 
sion of  £500  the  hon.  Member  had  ad- 
verted to.  Sir  J.  B.  Maule  had,  for  a 
great  number  of  years,  been  a  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  the  Party  oppo- 
site ;  he  had  served  on  the  Commission 
which  inquired  into  the  Jamaica  out- 
rages ;  he  had  served  as  an  unpaid 
member  of  the  Municipal  Commission 
for  four  years,  and,  to  his  personal 
knowlege,  declined  the  high  position  of 
Chief  Justice  of  India,  because  ho  pre- 
ferred to  carry  on  his  professional  prac- 
tice. Sir  J.  B.  Maule  had  been  likewise 
selected  at  a  salary  of  £3,000  a-year  to 
discharge  the  office  of  Public  Prosecutor. 
The  operation  of  that  office  had  not  been 
satisfactory ;  but  he  ventured  to  say  that 
whatever  failure  there  might  have  been 
it  could  not  be  laid  on  the  shoulders  of 
this  gentleman.  It  had  been  thought  de- 
sirable, in  the  interest  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice, that  the  appointment  should  lapse, 
or  rather  be  transferred  to  the  Solicitor 
to  the  Treasury,  who  was  made  Director 
of  Public  Prosecutions.  For  the  loss  of 
his  office.  Sir  J.  B.  Maule  had  received 
the  very  small  pension  of  £500  per 
annum.  As  a  political  opponent  of  this 
gentleman,  he  felt  bound  to  make  these 
remarks  in  reply  to  the  statement  of  tho 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport,  and  he  re- 
gretted that  some  personal  matters  had 
been  introduced  into  the  discussion 
which  had,  in  some  degree,  obscured 
the  main  question  on  which  he  thought 
there  was  no  difference  of  opinion  in  that 
House. 


t  MATTHEW  WHITE  EIDLEY 
mshire,  N.,  Blackpool)  said,  as 
•man  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
and  as  one  greatly  interested  in 
)form  of  the  system  of  pensions  in 
ivil  Service,  he  desired  to  say,  in 
f  of  the  Committee,  that  the  action 
le  Government  in  accepting  tho 
>n  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ou  (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had  materially 
d  to  assist  them  in  their  labours, 
as  glad  that  the  system  of  pensions 

0  be  made  the  subject  of  inquiry. 
ion.  Member  for  Northampton  had 
>d  some  evidence  given  before  the 
aittee  of  which  he  (Sir  Matthew 
6  Ridley)  was  Chairman,   to  the 

that,  whatever  might  be  thought 
e  pension  system,  it  was  high  time 
t  was  inquired  into,  not  only  from 
oint  of  view  of  the  expense  to  the 
ry,*but  also  from  the  point  of  view 
it  did  not  conduce  to  the  extent 
ied  to  the  efficiency  of  the  Public 
ce.  He  was  not  entitled  on  that 
ion  to  express  any  particular  opi- 
which  he  might  entertain  ;  but  he 
t  express  his  belief  that  there  was 
ae  of  his  Colleagues  on  the  Com- 
m  who  did  not  feel  the  importance 
16  inquiry  on  which  they  were 
^ed,  and  who  did  not  expect,  before 
weeks  had  elapsed,  the  Committee 

1  be  able  to  present  their  Report  to 
louse.  The  reform  suggested  in 
ourse  of  the  debate  would  be,  of 
9,  of  material  assistance  to  the 
littee,  who  had  already  taken  evi- 

pn  the  subject.  Evidence  had 
taken  since  the  Keport  had  been 
I ;  but  he  pointed  out  that  the  more 
ibject  was  gone  into  the  more  diffi- 
t  appeared  to  present  a  scheme 

would  have  a  chance  of  lasting 
3Teral  years ;   the  great  difficulty 

that  so  many  years  must  elapse 
)  the  scheme  to  be  proposed  could 

into   operation.      He,  therefore, 

for  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
Committee  were  not  able  to  pro- 
iheir  Report  as  quickly  as  many 
,  desire.  He  rejoiced  that  tho 
d  Report  they  had  been  able  to 
it  bad  received  what  he  conceived 
sabstantial  approval,  and  trusted 
tefore  much  more  time  had  elapsed 
>mmittee  would  be  able  to  present 
efieful  scheme  to  the  House. 
.  A.  E.  GATHORNE- HARDY 
fXf  East  Chrinstead)  said,  he  rose  to 


Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Resolved,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
steps  should  be  forthwith  taken  to  determine 
the  hereditary  pensions  and  allowances,  with 
due  regard  to  the  just  claims  of  the  respective 
recipients  and  to  economy  in  the  public  service, 
and  that,  considering  the  large  and  increasing 
annual  charge  upon  the  Country  for  general 
pensions  and  non-effective  services,  it  is  de- 
sirable to  adopt  measures  for  the  thorough 
revision  of  the  entire  pension  system. 

TUE  ROYAL  MILITARY  ACADEMY, 
AVOOLWICII.-OBSERVATIONS. 

Sir  HENEY  ROSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.)  said,  it  would  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House  that  on  the  15th  of  Feb- 
ruary, in  answer  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for    South    Salford    (Mr, 


in  the  utmost  penury  and  want.  Would 
aDy  three  Members  of  that  House  say 
that   Mr.   Mongredien  deserved    £100 
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moro  or  loss  than  a  public  scandal.  \  elide  deserved  a  pension  was  one  thing, 
There  was  an  amount  of  £1,200  a-year  but  whether  it  should  be  taken  from  this 
added  to  the  Civil  List  on  the  rocom- ;  scanty  fund,  while  poor  literary  men  and 
mendation  of  the  Ministers  of  the  day.  ;  artists  were  allowed  to  starve,  was 
The  object  for  which  that  money  was  '  another  question  which  he  would  leave 
provided  by  a  Resolution  of  that  Ilouse  ;  to  the  House.  Surely  there  were  other 
in  1834  was  that  it  should  be  annually  :  funds  from  which  these  extravagant  pen- 
given  to  those  who  by  personal  services  I  sions  might  be  taken.  The  principle  on 
to  the  Crown,  by  the  performance  of ;  which  the  pensions  were  awarded  often 
duties  to  the  public,  or  by  useful  dis-  ■  baffled  comprehension.  Two  years  ago 
coveries  in  science,  or  by  their  attain-  '  £100  a-year  was  awarded  to  Mr.  Au- 
ments  in  literature  and  the  arts,  had  i  gustus  Mongredien,  while  Mr.  Jeffories, 
merited  the  gracious  consideration  of  an  author  of  groat  and  singular  merit, 
the  Sovoroipjn  and  the  gratitude  of  the  who  had  added  very  charming  books  to 
country.  No  one  who  was  acquainted  i  the  literature  cf  this  country,  was  vainly 
with  the  way  in  which  these  matters  '  seeking  a  pension,  and  was  allowed  to 
were  managed  in  this  country  would  be  '  pass  the  remainder  of  his  useful  days 
surprised  to  learn  that  literature,  science, 
and  art  had  seen  very  little  indeed  of 
tliis  money.  The  pensions  had  gene- 
rally gone  to  political  friends  of  the  a-year  for  anything  which  he  had  writ- 
Ministers  of  the  day,  or  to  someone  who  ton  ?  That  pension  was  a  specimen  of 
was  already  receiving  pensions  from  |  the  maladministration  of  the  fund.  The 
another  Department  of  the  State,  and  i  fund  was  small  at  the  best,  and  it  ought 
literature,  science,  and  art  had  bi'on  '  to  be  awarded  by  the  Minister  of  the 
coolly  kicked  out-of-doors.  It  was  very  .  day  with  the  utmost  discretion,  taot,  and 
difficult  to  get  together  the  instances  in  \  good  feeling.  He  came  next  to  pensions 
which  these  pensions  of  £1,200  a-yoar  \  given  to  Civil  servants.  He  had  counted 
had  been  awarded.  They  wero  not  pub-  40C  persons  who  were  comfortably  pen- 
lished  in  any  one  Paper.  They  ap-  '  sioned  off  before  they  were  40  years  of 
peared  in  separate  Papers,  but  wero  not ;  age,  and  774  who  were  pensioned  off 
brought  together.  He  had  been  over  when  between  40  and  50  years  of  age, 
these  Papers,  and  he  would  venture  to  .  or  1,180  who  received  pensions  before 
trouble  the  House  with  two  or  three  :  they  had  reached  50  years  of  age. 
specimens  of  the  way  in  which  the  ;  Scarcely  one  of  them,  as  far  as  he  covdd 
fund  for  the  relief  of  necessitous  per-  |  ascertain  from  the  records,  deserved 
sons  had  been  applied.  Joseph  Haydn,  |  cither  a  large  salary  or  a  pension.  In 
the  author  of  The  Dictionary  of  Dates,  !  1851  a  pension  of  £500  a-year  was  given 
who  was  living  in  great  want  and  ^  to  a  man  of  25  years  of  age.  What  service 
misery,  was  allotted  a  pension  of  £25  \  could  he  have  rendered  to  the  oountry 
a-yoar  in  order  to  make  his  declining  !  to  deserve  such  a  pension  as  that  ? 
years  more  comfortable.  The  widow  of  1  Another  person  of  25  years  of  age  got 
Thomas  Hood  received  £  100  a-year,  and  \  £300  a-year,  and  a  lad  of  22  got  a  pension 
the  widow- of  Douglas  Jerrold  also  re-  |  of  £150  a-year.  He  contended  that  if 
ceived  £100  a-year.  Those  were  genuine  there  were  any  principle  under  whidi 
pensicms  given  to  literary  persons,  or  :  these  persons  were  entitled  either  to 
those  who  wero  nearest  and  dearest  to  |  pensions  or  compensation  allowance,  that 
them  in  the  world.  13ut  let  tliem  com-  ;  principle  ought  to  be  abolished  forth- 
paro  with  these  the  pension  given  to  with,  and  nothing  should  be  paid  to 
Prince    Lucien    Bonaparte,     who    re-  !  persons  who  had  done  nothing  for  the 


ceived  £*J50  a-year  from  the  same 
fund,  which  was  understood  to  be  in- 
tended for  the  recognition  chiefly  of  ser- 
vices connected  with  literature,  science, 
and  art.  Another  pension  of  £500 
a-year  was  given  to  Lady  Stratford  de 


country.  In  the  Foreign  Office  a  chief 
clerk  received  a  salary  of  £1,250  a-year 
— and  from  his  observation  of  the  world 
he  should  say  that  £1,250  a-year  was  a 
very  fair  salary  for  a  chief  olerk,  and 
that  there  were  many  men  who  would  do 


Bedolifl'e  out  of  the  same  scanty  fund,  the  work  for  half  the  money.  This 
altboughher  husband  received  enormous  gentleman,  however,  received  in  addi- 
sums  during  his  period  of  service  to  the  tion  £950  a-year  in  the  shape  of  oom- 
State.  Whether  Lady  Stratford  do  Eed-  j  pensation  for  the  abolition  of  certain 
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imaginary  agencies,  so  that  he  got  alto- 
gether £2,200  a-year.  Prince  Bismarck 
got  £1,800  a-year;  but,  no  doubt,  this 
Foreign  Office  clerk  was  worth  more 
than  Prince  Bismarck,  and  they  had  been 
told  that  they  must  not  compare  any- 
thing German  with  anything  English. 
Another  clerk  in  the  Foreign  Office  re- 
ceived a  salary  of  £925  a-year  for  29 
years,  and  at  the  age  47  he  was  re- 
tired on  a  pension  of  £650.  No  one 
could  say  that  this  clerk  had  served  an 
ungrateful  country.  In  the  Bankruptcy 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade  it 
was  found  that  14  persons  were  not  re- 
quired, and  they  were  quartered  on  the 
taxpayers  at  a  cost  of  £3,135  a-year. 
If  they  had  been  employed  by  a  private 
firm  they  would  simply  have  received 
notice  to  go  and  there  would  have  been 
an  end  of  the  matter.  One  of  these 
persons  after  14  years  of  easy  service 
received  a  pension  of  £1,200  a-year. 
This  was  what  was  called  managing  the 
funds  of  the  country  in  an  economical 
and  creditable  manner.  In  1859  several 
offices  connected  with  the  Order  of  the 
Bath  were  abolished.  One  of  them  was 
a  **blanc  Coursier  Herald,*'  whatever 
heraldic  prodigy  that  may  be,  and  ho 
received  £124  a-year  for  life.  Admiral 
Seymour  held  three  offices  and  received 
a  different  pension  for  each,  in  addi- 
tion to  his  other  emoluments,  which 
were  very  considerable.  The  best 
thing  that  could  happen  to  a  man  in 
the  public  employment  was  that  his 
office  should  be  abolished.  It  was  true 
that  he  lost  his  appointment,  but  he  re- 
tained, what  he  valued  far  more,  the 
emolument,  and  whatever  happened  he 
was  well  taken  care  of  for  the  rest  of  his 
life.  He  would  ask  hon.  Members  to 
look  at  a  case,  which  would  be  found 
in  the  Appendix,  on  page  8,  of  a  Consul 
who  retired  in  1852  and  was  supposed 
to  be  done  with.  Yet  this  gentleman 
bad  been  receiving  a  pension  of  £600 
a-year  ever  since,  and  he  was  at  the 
mature  age  of  38  when  this  stroke  of 
g^od  look  overtook  him  in  the  entire 
abolition  of  his  office.  Then  there  was 
the  Second  Secretary  at  Constantinople, 
who  retired  at  the  age  of  44  with  a 
pension  of  £900  a-year.  There  was  an 
extra  chaplain,  who  had  only  served  for 
two  years,  and  had  preached,  perhaps, 
100  sermons,  more  or  less  indifferent, 
during  that  period,  and  who  was  retired 
on  a  pension  of  £75  10«.  for  life,  after 
Jiavin^   received    h|s  salary  of   £350 


a-year  for  two  years.  He  had  now  re- 
ceived £1,600,  and  the  profits  were  still 
pouring  in.  Clearly,  literature,  science, 
and  art  were  not  in  it  with  the  chaplains. 
A  third  class  interpreter  in  China  was 
paid  £528  a-year,  and  then  retired 
exhausted  at  32,  after  11  years'  ser- 
vice, with  a  pension  of  £146  a-year. 
Ill-health  was  the  cause  assigned  for 
the  retirement  in  1875;  but,  as  he  was 
still  alive,  it  was  probable  that  the 
pension  had  re-invigorated  him.  Then 
there  was  the  solicitor  in  the  Office 
of  Works,  who  received  £1,800  a-year, 
and  was  pensioned  off  in  1868  at  £1,200 
a-year.  They  all  knew  that  solicitors 
got  the  best  of  it  in  this  world  ;  but  he 
thought  that  very  few  of  them  drew 
such  a  prize  as  that.  The  Legal  Pro- 
fession, as  anyone  would  suppose,  came 
well  out  of  a  scramble  of  this  kind. 
There  was  the  case  of  Sir  T.  B.  Maule, 
Director  of  Public  Prosecutions,  who 
received  a  pension  of  £500  a-year  for 
life  after  four  years'  service.  He  called 
that  a  monstrous  abuse  of  the  public 
money ;  and  he  believed  the  country, 
when  the  facts  came  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  taxpayers,  would  regard  it  as  an 
outrage  upon  them.  The  Legal  Visitors 
of  Lunatics  had  a  pension  of  £350  after 
seven  years'  service.  That  case  was 
very  remarkable,  because  the  Comp- 
troller and  Auditor  General  had  reported 
that  the  gentlemen  in  question  was  not 
entitled  to  compensation  at  all.  Never- 
theless, the  money  was  given  all  the 
same.  The  Registrar  of  the  Court  of 
Bankruptcy  retired  on  a  pension  of 
£666  after  six  years'  service.  The  pay- 
ment of  that  money,  also,  was  an  out- 
rage upon  the  public.  Ho  had  dipped 
into  the  book,  and  had  taken  the  cases 
at  random  from  the  Appendix.  He  did 
not  search  for  them ;  but  he  had  opened 
page  after  page  of  the  book  at  random, 
and  he  thought  he  had  given  sufficient 
cases  to  show  the  necessity  for  a  revision 
of  the  whole  of  the  pension  system.  It 
might  be  contended  that  the  pension 
system  was  absolutely  necessary  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  efficiency  of  the 
Public  Service ;  but  other  nations,  quite 
as  clever  and  as  prosperous  as  we  were, 
did  not  think  so.  The  United  States 
paid  no  pension  to  the  President,  or  to 
the  Cabinet,  or  to  any  person  in  Civil 
employ. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  department  (Mr. 
Mattuews)  (Birmingham,  E.) ;  No, 
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Mr.  JENNINGS  said,  yes.  Pro- 
bably  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew 
more  about  the  United  States  than  he 
did;  but  ho  ventured  to  inform  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  was  strictly 
accurato  in  his  statement,  and  that  tliere 
was  no  pension  system  in  the  United 
States,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  find  out  if  ho  would  institute  such 
nn  inquiry  into  the  matter  as  ho  (Mr. 
Jennings)  had  done.  No  doubt,  largo 
amounts  of  money  had  been  paid  of  late 
years  in  the  shape  of  pensions — an 
amount  of  money  exceeding  our  own 
Pension  List ;  but  it  was  only  for  services 
rendered  during  the  Civil  War.  [Mr. 
Mundella  :  Hear,  hear !]  He  was 
quite  aware  of  the  pensions  sponta- 
neously given  to  the  soldiers,  or  their 
wives  and  children,  who  suffered  in  the 
Civil  War  ;  but  that  could  have  no 
sort  of  application  to  the  point  now 
before  the  House.  There  was  no  pen- 
sion system  whatever  in  the  United 
States ;  but  the  people  of  that  country 
had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
wives  and  children  of  those  who  had 
lost  their  lives  in  maintaining  the  in- 
tegrity of  the  country  deserved  some 
sort  of  reward.  The  United  States, 
moreover,  were  in  the  singular  position 
of  having  a  Revenue  much  greater  than 
they  knew  what  to  do  with,  and,  there- 
fore, they  had  decided  that  those  who 
fought  in  the  Civil  War  should  have 
pensions  for  themselves,  and  for  their 
wives  and  children  when  they  were  dead. 
That  was  the  only  instance  of  pensions 
being  paid  in  the  United  States.  And 
from  the  President  down  to  the  humblest 
Civil  servant,  no  man  received  a  pension 
of  one  penny.  No  one  could  suppose  that 
the  people  of  this  country  would  go  on 
much  longer  paying  extraordinary  high 
salaries  accomj)anicd  by  pensions. 
What  he  demanded  was  that  we  should 
either  pay  lower  salaries  with  pensions, 
or  the  present  rate  of  salaries  without 
pensions.  It  had  been  suggested,  and 
he  thought  it  was  a  very  reasonable 
suggestion,  that  10  per  cent  should  be 
deducted  from  all  salaries,  in  order  to 
form  a  pension  fund,  and  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  add  1 0  per  cent  to  that. 
He  believed  that  something  of  that  sort 
would  have  to  be  done.  He  did  not 
suppose  that  anyone,  either  in  the  House 
or  out  of  it,  could  believe  that  in  these 
days,  when  everything  was  being  turned 
topsy-turvy,  the  people  of  this  country 


would  be  content  to  pay  twice  or  thrice 
the  fair  market  value  of  labour,  and  in 
the  end  be  required  to  support  in  idle- 
ness the  innumerable  horde  of  Tite 
Barnacles  who  now  infest  the  State. 
He  begged  to  second  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  (Juestion,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
*'  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  steps  should  be 
forthwith  taken  to  give  effect  to  the  Keport  of 
the  Select  Committee  on  Perpetual  PensionB; 
and  that,  considering  the  large  and  increaBin^ 
annual  charge  upon  the  Country  for  general 
pensions  and  non-effective  servicea,  it  ia  desir- 
able to  adopt  measures  for  the  thorough  revision 
of  the  entire  pension  system/* — {Mr,  Brud^ 
laugh,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mpv.  C.  hall  (Oambridgeshire,  Ohea- 
terton)  said,  he  did  not  propose  to  follow 
his  hon.  Friend  in  the  interesting  speech 
he  had  just  delivered.  He  wiphed 
rather  to  refer  to  the  first  matter  brought 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  in  moving  his 
Eesolution — namely,  the  annual  payment 
by  the  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury  to 
the  Duchy  of  Cornwall.  There  seemed 
to  be  some  doubt  and  misapprehension 
on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton ;  but  the  matter  was 
an  exceedingly  simple  one,  and  it 
had  been  most  clearly  explained  to  the 
Select  Committee  by  Sir  Beginald  Welby 
in  his  evidence.  His  (Mr.  C.  Hall's) 
only  apology  for  addressing  the  House 
upon  the  matter  now,  was  the  desire  he 
felt  to  correct  a  doubt  which  appeared 
to  prevail  in  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton ;  as  a  matter  of 
fact  the  paj'uient  in  question  was  not 
a  pension  at  all.  The  facts  were  as 
follows :  By  an  Act  of  Parliament,  or^ 
rather,  under  a  Charter  of  Edward  IIL, 
there  were  granted  to  the  first  Duke  of 
Cornwall  certain  tin  duties,  post  groats, 
and  white  rent.  By  the  Charter  they  were 
made  payable  to  the  Duke  of  Com  wall, 
and  it  was  expressly  stated  that  they 
were  never  to  be  severed  from,  but  were 
to  be  part  and  parcel  of  the  possessions 
of  the  Duchy  of  Cornwall.  In  the  first 
year  of  the  reign  of  Her  Majesty  it  was 
decided  to  abolish  the  tin  duties,  owing 
to  the  fact  that  tin  was  no  longer  oon- 
verted  into  coin,  and  one  of  the  first  aeti 
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of  Her  Majesty's  Government  was  to 
decide  that  those  duties  should  be 
abolished  and  a  payment  made  in  lieu 
thereof.  The  Lords  Commissioners  of 
the  Treasury  were  empowered  to  ascer- 
tain the  average  annual  value  of  those 
duties  during  the  last  10  years,  after 
deducting  the  expenses  of  collection, 
and  on  that  being  ascertained  the  Com- 
missioners were  to  pay  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  to  ller  Majesty  —  or 
whoever  was  then  in  possession  of  the 
Duchy  of  Cornwall — the  average  annual 
amount  so  ascertained,  year  by  year. 
That  was  the  way  in  which  the  matter 
stood  then,  and  the  amount  was  arrived 
at  after  careful  consideration  by  the 
Lords  Commissioners  of  the  Treasury 
for  the  time  being.  The  amount  then 
fixed  had  been  correctly  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton,  and  was 
ascertained  to  be  on  the  post  groats  a 
Bum  of  £620  per  annum.  The  Lords 
Commissioners  then  issued  a  Treasury 
Minute  stating  that  his  late  Majesty 
William  IV.  had  announced  his  inten- 
tion of  not  pressing  for  payment  of  this 
£620. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  said,  the  words 
were  that  His  Majesty  expressed  his  in- 
tention of  abolishing  post  groats,  tin 
duties,  and  white  rent  from  the  5th  of 
April,  1841.  It  further  stated  that  His 
Majesty  was  pleased  to  confirm  that  in- 
tention ;  and  therefore  that  the  Lords' 
Commissioners  were  of  opinion  that  it 
was  no  longer  necessary  to  provide  for 
this  sum  of  £620  beyond  the  5th  of 
April,  and  that  the  compensation  would 
be  terminated  after  this  date. 

Mil.  C.  HALL  said,  he  was  quite 
aware  of  that,  and  was  just  going  to 
read  the  Minute.  The  hon.  Member, 
however,  had  saved  him  the  trouble; 
but  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  argu- 
ment. Any  lawyer  would  hold  that 
the  Sovereign  had  no  right  whatever  to 
surrender  those  duties  beyond  the  time 
she  was  entitled  to  receive  them  herself. 
She  could  not  surrender  duties  which 
belonged  to  any  succeeding  Duke  of 
Cornwall,  and  directly  there  was  a  Duke 
of  Cornwall — that  was  to  say  on  the 
birth  of  His  Royal  Highness  the  Prince 
of  Wales,  the  surrender  would  cease  to 
have  efEeot.  It  was  expressly  enacted  that 
Her  Majesty  should  have  no  more  power 
to  surrender  the  money  payable  by  the 
Lords  GomniissionerB  of  the  Treasury 
in  lieu  of  the  duties  than  she  had  to  sur- 


render the  duties  themselves.  The  fifth 
section  of  the  Act,  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber seemed  to'have  overlooked,  expressly 
enacted  that. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  asked,  if  the 
hon,  and  learned  Gentleman  would  read 
the  section  of  the  Act  which  abolished 
the  duties  altogether  ? 

Mr.  C.  HALL  said,  he  would  do  so  if 
the  hon.  Member  desired  ;  but  it  really 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  question. 
Although  the  duties  were  abolished  the 
Act  went  on  to  say  that  a  payment  was 
to  be  made  instead  of  duties,  and  Her 
Majesty  had  no  more  power  to  surrender 
that  payment  than  she  had  to  surrender 
the  duties  before  the  Act  passed.  That 
disposed  of  the  legal  part  of  the  ques- 
tion. He  now  came  to  the  other  part,  on 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
based  his  complaint.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  Lords  Commissioners  of  the 
Treasury,  knowing  the  intention  of 
William  IV.,  and  the  expressed  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty,  issued  a  Minute, 
which  was  in  fact  the  fons  et  origo  mail 
of  the  complaint  of  the  hon.  Member. 
That  Minute  stated  that  in  future  the 
sum  of  £620  would  not  be  required  to 
be  paid.  But  shortly  before  the  Prince 
of  Wales  was  born,  the  officers  of  the 
Duchy  pointed  out  to  the  Commissioners 
that  Her  Majesty  had  no  power  to  sur- 
render the  rights  of  a  future  Duke  of 
Cornwall.  The  Lords  Commissioners 
of  the  Treasury,  no  doubt  being  well 
advised  in  the  matter,  came  to  the  same 
conclusion,  and  upon  the  birth  of  the 
Duke  of  Cornwall  directed  the  payment 
to  be  continued.  He  ventured  to  say 
that  no  other  conclusion  was  possible. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  that  not  only 
was  there  no  evidence  of  that;  but  Sir 
Reginald  Welby  had  stated  in  his  evi- 
dence that  there  was  no  Minute  of  any 
kind  after  the  year  1841. 

Mr.  C.  hall  said,  the  hon.  Member 
was  again  a  little  premature.  He  was 
just  going  to  state  that  there  was  no 
Minute  to  that  effect ;  but  there  was  a 
correspondence  to  that  effect,  of  which 
evidence  was  given  before  the  Select 
Committee.  [Mr.  Bradlaugh:  No.] 
If  the  hon.  Member  would  exhibit  a 
little  more  patience,  he  would  find  that 
he  was  stating  the  facti  quite  correctly. 
He  wished,  however,  to  point  out  an 
inaccuracy  of  the  hon.  Member.  The 
hon.  Member  had  stated  that  King 
William  IV.  announced  his  intention  of 
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asing  for  this  payment,  because 
only  £10   a-year.      There  was 
lence  whatever  to  support  that, 
lase  for  that  sum  was  given   to 
tleman  who  had   been  a  distin- 
ad  officer  in  the  Duchy,  and  at  the 
ation  of  the  lease,  King  William 
1    become    entitled    to    the   £620 
ar  in  the  same  way  as  His  Royal 
hness  the  Prince  of  Wales  was  now, 
the  sum  had  been  paid  ever  since, 
believed    he    had    dealt   with    the 
tter  before  tho  House.  The  sole  com- 
lint  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
apton  was  that    the  Lords  Commis- 
oners   of    the    Treasury,    when    they 
aceived     a    communication    from    the 
Council  of  the  Duchy,  and  determined 
jhat  they  must  pay,  having  no  alterna- 
tive  but  to   do   so,   forgot  to  issue  a 
Minute  recording  the  fact.     This  was 
no    new    matter.      The    hon.   Member 
had  called  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone)  when  it  was  in  power,  to  the 
matter ;   he  had  brought  it  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Wolverhampton   (Mr.   Henry   H. 
Fowler),  who  conferred  on  the  subject 
with    the     Lords      Commissioners    of 
the    Treasury.      He  ventured    to    say 
that  the  subject  had  been  most  care- 
fully  sifted    by   the   present  and   late 
Government,  and  tho  result  was  as  had 
been  stated.     The   payment  had  been 
made  for  over  40  years  without  dispute 
or  opposition ;    but  there  was  one  fact 
which  came  out  in  evidence,  and  it  was 
that  when  the  Government  for  the  time 
being   considered   the  question  of  the 
allowance   to   be  made  to   His  Roj'al 
Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales  on  his 
marriage,  computations  wore  made  in 
which  this  amount  of  £620  a-year  was 
taken  into  account  as  being  part  of  the 
revenues  of   the   Duchy,    so   that    the 
country  had  not  been  the  loser  of  one 
penny  in  this  respect.     He  had  thought 
it  necessary  to  make  these  observations 
in  order  that  tho  circumstances  should 
be  understood  by  the  House.     The  hon. 
Member  had,  he  ventured  to  say  with 
all  possible  respect,  discovered  a  mare's 
nest ;  and  he  regretted  that  he  was  so 
loth  to  admit  the  fact  after  the  conclu- 
sive evidence  given  before  the  Select 
Committee. 

Thb  FIKST  LORD  of  tub  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.    W.  H.   Smith)   (Strand, 

Mr.  C.  EaU 


Westminster) :    I  may,  perhaps,  follow 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  whc 
has  disposed  of  the  two  most  importan 
charges  made  in  the  speech  of  the  hon 
Member  for  Northampton.     But  befor< 
I  proceed  to  say  anything  on  the  question 
let  me  at  once  admit  that  this  is  by  n< 
moans  a  Party  question.     I  have,  there 
fore,    no  reason  to  complain   of  hon 
Members  on  either   side  of  the  House 
who    endeavour   to  lessen    the   publi< 
burdens  and  to  cure  any  defects  whici 
may  have  grown  up  in  the  past  in  th< 
public  administration.    Both  sides  of  th< 
House  and  we  ourselves  on  these  Benohei 
will   cordially  welcome  any  assistanci 
which  may   tend  to  do  justice  to  th( 
public   at   large  as  well  as  to  publi 
servants.     The  hon.  Member,  in  speak 
ing  of  the  subject  of  pensions,  laid  dowi 
the  proposition  that  every  Civil  servao 
should  make  provision  for  himself.     Hi 
was  bound  to  admit  that  this  principle 
was  sound,  and  should  be  generally  ap 
plied  if  possible.     The  justification  fo 
pensions  can  only  be  found  in  the  publi 
advantage  and  necessity.    The  questioi 
we  have  to  consider  is  whether  thoA 
who  have  accepted  office  and  come  inti 
the  enjoyment  of  pensions  should  be  de 
prived  of  them.     I  apprehend  that  n^ 
one  would  desire  that  faith  should  \ 
broken  to  anyone  who  is  entitled  as  tl 
result  of    past    service  to  pensions 
superannuations,  or  any  payment  out 
the  public  funds.    I  agree  that  just 
should  be  done  without  regard  to  Ps 
partiality  or  interest.     The  hon.  Men? 
directed  special  attention  to  certain  ^ 
sions  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated  F 
It  is  not  for  me  to  defend  these  pern 
They  have  been  established  by  P 
mont,  and  must  be  presumed,  ther 
to  have  been  established  on  the  g 
of  public  policy.     I  can  imagic 
many   pensioners  have  renderer 
service  in  the  past,  and  have  an 
high  office  and  distinction  by  re 
their  ability  and  devotion  to  th' 
Service.   I  can  imagine  that  thes 
men,  having  been  withdrawn 
ordinary  occupations  of  life, 
had  the  opportunity  of  increa/ 
private  fortune  or  providinf 
vicissitudes  of  affairs.     I  sta 
cause  I  have  had  occasion 
whether  it  was  fair  or  right  * 
applications  should  be  enter^ 
I  have  come  to  the  concloai 
bably  none  are  of  greater  i 
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to  the  State  than  the  men  who  have  de- 
voted themselves  through  a  long  life  to 
the  Public  Service,  having  thereby  de- 
prived themselves  of  the  opportunity  of 
making  a  fortune  adequate  to  their  posi- 
tions in  life.  The  hon.  Member  is  aware 
that  a  declaration  is  required  from  all 
public  servants  who  accept  pensions  that 
they  need  such  assistance  to  enable  them 
to  live  in  private  life.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jennings)  made  a 
serious  indictment  against  the  action  of 
our  forefathers.  We  are  not  here  to  defend 
that  action,  but  we  are  here  to  maintain 
public  faith,  and  with  a  qualification  that 
due  regard  should  be  had  to  the  just 
claims  of  the  recipients  of  pensions,  I  can 
have  no  objection  to  the  Motion.  My 
hon.  Friend,  in  the  course  of  his  interest- 
ing speech,  spoke  of  persons  who  have 
no  earthly  claim  to  pensions ;  of  incom- 
petent men  who  have  been  pensioned, 
of  persons  pensioned  simply  because 
places  were  wanted  for  newcomers,  who 
were  intolerably  incompetent.  I  have 
probably  as  great  a  knowledge  of  what 
IS  called  the  organization  of  the  public 
offices  as  any  man  in  this  House.  I 
have  had  the  experience  of  20  or  30 
years.  I  have  some  experience,  also,  of 
business  in  private  life,  and  I  have 
found  cases  in  which  employers  have 
felt  themselves  bound  to  make  some 
provision  for  men  who,  after  having 
served  them  faithfully  for  10,  15,  or  20 
years,  or  perhaps  longer,  have  become 
gradually  less  capable  and  less  com- 
petent for  the  work  required  of  them ; 
and  under  these  circumstances,  if  there 
were  no  positive  fault,  their  employers 
have  felt  it  to  their  interest  and  advan- 
tage not  to  leave  them  absolutely  without 
means.  I  am  not  urging  anything 
which  appears  contrary  to  the  public 
interest,  nor  do  I  desire  to  incur  any 
charge  which  might  be  avoided  with 
due  regard  to  the  public  interest.  How 
would  you  have  the  public  served? 
Would  you  have  them  served  by  faithful 
servants  who  know  that  they  have  a 
certainty  or  by  men  who  know  that  they 
may  be  used  for  a  given  time  and  then 
cast  aside  f  I  am  aware  from  my  own 
experience  that  one  of  the  great  reasons 
which  induces  competent  men  to  enter 
the  service  of  the  State  is  the  knowledge 
that  they  cannot  be  thrown  aside,  that 
they  will  make  a  career,  and  that  not 
even  the  caprice  of  a  superior  officer  can 
buve  the   effect   of    determining   that 


career  unless  some  grave  fault  is  com- 
mitted. Undoubtedly  that  security  has 
some  great  disadvantages.  It  has  the 
disadvantage  of  a  superannuation  charge 
and  of  the  comparative  independence 
which  an  officer  may  have  with  regard  to 
those  under  whom  he  serves ;  but  it  has 
great  advantages,  inasmuch  as  it  gives  the 
officer  himself  a  motive  for  giving  all 
his  energies  and  devoting  himself  en- 
tirely to  the  service  of  the  State,  because 
he  knows  that  he  will  be  cared  for  in 
the  long  run.  Another  argument  by 
which  pensions  can  be  justified  is  that 
we  take  young  men  into  the  public 
service  just  at  the  age  when  they  would 
otherwise  be  able  by  entering  into  some 
business  or  profession  to  make  a  position 
in  life  for  themselves.  The  Government 
are  fully  prepared  to  go  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  in  a  desire  to 
effect  economy  and  to  examine  into  the 
system  under  which  these  pensions  and 
superannuations  are  given.  I  am  pro- 
pared  to  go  as  far  as  we  can  with  the 
hon.  Member,  but  do  not  let  us  take  a 
step  which  would  deprive  the  Public 
Service  of  the  best  servants.  Do  not  let 
us  sacrifice  efficiency  for  the  sake  of  a 
temporary  economy.  My  hon.  Friend 
behind  me  made  the  very  important 
statement  that  there  were  no  pensions 
in  the  United  States  Civil  Service;  I 
believe  that  statement  to  be  entirely  ac- 
curate, but  if  there  is  one  subject  which 
more  than  any  other  attracts  attention 
in  the  United  States,  it  is  that  very 
condition  of  the  Civil  Service.  Until 
recently,  at  all  events,  a  Civil  servant  in 
the  United  States  was  liable  to  dismissal 
on  a  change  in  the  Presidency.  Well, 
I  cannot  think  that  the  Public  Service 
gains  by  that  system,  and  I  believe  it 
has  been  admitted  by  some  of  the  best 
men  in  the  United  States  that  a  Civil 
Service  founded  on  something  like  our 
own  system  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage to  their  country,  and  would 
leave  the  Civil  Service  out  of  the  area 
of  public  politics.  I  have  also  to  remind 
the  House  again  of  one  fact  in  connec- 
tion with  the  present  serious  charges 
for  superannuations.  It  is  that  this 
subject  has  been  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House  of  Commons  repeatedly 
for  the  last  30  or  40  years.  In  1857  an 
Act  was  passed  which  abolished  the 
contributions  made  by  public  servants 
themselves  to  the  Superannuation  Fund, 
on  the  ground  that  the  abolition  was  a 
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public  advantage.  The  Eesolution  on 
which  that  Act  was  founded  was  carried 
in  opposition  to  the  Government  of  the 
day.  [Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor:  Lord 
Naas's  Eesolution.j  The  House  of 
Commons  at  that  time  had  the  whole 
subject  under  consideration.  I  am  not, 
however,  by  any  means  unwilling 
that  the  House  of  Commons  should 
again  review  the  conditions  under  which 
these  allowances  are  made.  I  ask  the 
House  to  assist  the  Government  in  a 
matter  which  is  not  a  Party  question  at 
all,  for  I  have  no  doubt  that  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  are  as  anxious  as  I 
am  myself  that  there  should  be  economy 
and  above  all  that  there  should  be 
efficiency  in  the  Public  Service.  I  have, 
therefore.  Sir,  to  suggest  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  that  in  lieu  of 
the  words  on  the  Paper  he  should 
move : — 

''That  in  tho  opinion  of  this  Honso  steps 
should  be  forthwith  taken  to  detcrmino  here- 
ditary pensions  and  allowances  with  due  regard 
to  any  just  claims  of  the  respective  recipients 
and  to  economy  in  the  public  expenditure  ;  and 
that,  considering  the  large  and  increasing 
annual  charge  upon  the  country  for  general 
pensions  and  non-effective  services,  it  is  desir- 
able to  adopt  measures  for  the  thorough  revi- 
sion of  tho  entire  pension  system.'' 

If  the  hon.  Gentleman  will  adopt  these 
words  the  Government  will  cordially 
accept  them,  and  we  will  endeavour,  as 
far  as  in  us  lies,  to  e:ive  effect  to  them. 

Mr.  BRADLAUGH  said,  he  gladly 
assented  to  the  proposed  change,  and 
he  did  so  the  more  readily  because  the 
words  suggested  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman were  precisely  the  same  as  he 
had  himself  placed  on  the  Order  Book 
of  the  House  when  he  first  moved  in  the 
matter.  He  would  ask  the  indulgence 
of  tho  House  to  explain  one  state- 
ment of  tho  Attorney  General  for  the 
Duchy  (Mr.  C.  Hall),  whom  he  was 
afraid  he  had  too  often  interrupted. 
There  was  no  Correspondence  whatever 
which  showed  that  the  Treasury  had 
considered  and  decided  on  the  continu- 
ance of  the  £630  14*.  2d,  There  was  a 
protest  by  the  Duchy,  and  nothing  more. 
In  the  examination  of  Sir  lleginald 
Welby  before  the  Select  Committee, 
Question  420,  the  Chairman  asked — 

**You  assumed  from  that,  in  your  former 
answer,  that  there  was  a  subsequent  decision  of 
the  Treasury,  which  might  not  be  recorded  upon 
the  Minute  Book,  that  the  payment  ought  to  be 
continued?" 
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Sir  Reginald  Welby  answered — 

**  I  have  got  no  evidence  to  pat  before  the 
Committee  in  confirmation  of  Bach  an  opinion. 
It  is  difficult  for  me  to  suppose  that  the  pay- 
ment would  have  been  continued  without  some 
instruction.  At  the  same  time,  I  wish  the 
Committee  particularly  to  anderstand  that  I 
have  got  no  evidence  whatever  to  offer  in  Bap- 
port  of  this  opinion.'* 

This  clearly  showed  the  accuracy  of  the 
statement  he  had  made  to  the  House. 

Mb.  W.   E.    GLADSTONE    (Edin- 
burgh, Mid  Lothian) :  I  am  somewhat 
unwilling  to  interpose,  but  the  qaestion 
is  one  of  great  importance,  and  there 
are  a  few  words  which   I  think  it  is 
necessary  for  me  to  say  about  it  in  con- 
sequence of  a  portion  of  the  speech  of 
the  hon.   Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Jennings),  although  with  regard  to  the 
general  tenour  of  that  speech  I  thought 
it  was  a  valuable  addition  to  this  debate. 
I  am  extremely  glad  that  the  Govern- 
ment have  taken  a  prudent  course  in 
accepting  the  substance  of  this  Motion, 
and  I  ag^ee  in  thinking  that  the  modi- 
fication which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
lias  made  in  the  terms  of  the  Motion  is 
in  the  nature  of  an  improvement.      I 
feel  that  the  Government  in  accepting 
such  a  Motion  have   undertaken  very 
considerable  responsibility,  for  there  is 
no  question  of  promising  to  give  con- 
sideration in  the  sense  in  which  naturally 
and  necessarily  such  promises  are  often 
made.     It  is  quite  evident,  considering 
the  vastness  of  the  subject  and  the  ex- 
tent and  divergence  of  its  branches,  the 
Government  will  have  to  consider,  first, 
how  far  provision  has  already  been  made 
in  the  Commission  already  sitting  as  to 
some    portion    of    the    subject ;    and, 
secondly,  what  course  should  be  taken 
to  promote  a  practical  handling  or  to 
promote  a  careful  examination  of  other 
branches  of  the  question.     Undoubt- 
edly I  for   one,   and   the    Mover  and 
(Seconder  of  the  Motion  also,  will  ex- 
pect that  some  practical  course  should 
be  adopted.     The  question  is  perhaps  a 
wider  one  than  most  Members  oi  the 
House  are  aware  of.     While  the  atten- 
tion  is  attracted  by  a   great  mass  of 
figures  which  express  the  burden  of  the 
country  in  connection  with  the  neces- 
sarily very  large   and   extended  Oivil 
Service,  there  are  many  branches  of  the 
subject  which  require  distinct  and  sepa- 
rate examination.     I  may  now  critioite 
that  portion  of  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Stockport  in  which  he  found 
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it  necessary  to  refer  in  some  detail  to 
the  delicate  and  difficult  questions  re- 
lating to  the  administration  of  the  annual 
grant  of  £1,200  a-y ear  at  the  disposal 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury.     In 
the  first  place  let  me  say,  having  had 
the  administration  of  it  for  11   years, 
and  having  known  something  of  its  ad- 
ministration by  others,  I  can  venture  to 
assure  the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  under 
an  entire  misapprehension  in  supposing 
that  the  grant,  so  far  as  I  know,  has 
ever  been  distributed  with  reference  to 
political  considerations.  I  venture  to  state 
that  with  very  great  confidence.     Un- 
doubtedly a  case  did  happen  many  years 
ago — nearly  60   years  ago — on   which 
grave  criticism  might  be  made  from  that 
point  of  view ;  but  it  is  entirely  out  of  date, 
and  I  will  not  revive  it  by  mentioning 
names,  though  it  is   obvious  that  the 
reception  that  event  met  with  became 
the  oest  security  against  any  similiar 
abuse.     The  hon.  Member  also  seemed 
to  imagine  that  poverty  was  the  main 
qualification   for   the    receipt    of  these 
pensions.     That,  I  think,  is  not  the  case. 
The  terms  are  laid  down  with  great  care 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament  of  1837.     As  I 
read  the  Act,  and  as  it  has  always  been 
read,  distinction  is  the  necessary  ele- 
ment, and  poverty,  if  it  intervened  at 
all,   is  a  secondary  element.     It  is  an 
element  which  will  not  dispense  with 
the  element  of  distinction.     There  are 
pensions   upon  the   Civil   List    of   the 
Queen  which  are  available  for  poverty, 
but  that  is  not  the  case  here.      The 
£1,200  at  the  disposal  of  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  must  be  distributed  on 
the    ground    of    distinguished  service, 
though  no  doubt  it  would  not  be  entirely 
decent  to  give  or  to  accept  such  a  grant 
in  cases  where  a  large  income  was  en- 
joyed.    I  will  now  mention  one  or  two 
cases  to  which   the   hon.   Member   re- 
ferred, and  for  which  I  myself  am  re- 
sponsible.    I  will  only  say  with  regard 
to  these  cases,  and  with  regard  to  the 
Civil  List  generally,  having   been  re- 
sponsible for  a  long  time  for  two  of  the 
most  difficult  and  the  nicest  branches  of 
the  pension  system — namely,  the  Civil 
List,  pensions  for  distinguished  merit, 
and  pensions  for  distinguished  service, 
that  nothing   would   give    me   greater 
pleasure  than  to  appear  before  a  Com- 
mittee and  give   an   account  of  every 
Bingle  act  I  have  performed  in  this  re- 
■pect.      I    was    not  surprised    at    the 


observations  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  I 
make  no  complaint  at  all  with  regard  to 
them.     They   were  not  conceived   any 
more  than  is  any  Party  speech  in  a  Party 
spirit ;  they  were  observations  perfectly 
fair  for  the  hon.  Member  to  make ;  but 
at  the  same  time  I  cannot  accept  their 
justice.     The  hon.  Member  commented 
adversely  on  a  pension  of  £250  granted 
when  I  was  Prime  Minister  to   Prince 
Louis  Lucien  Bonaparte.     I  do  not  think 
poor  mortals  ought  to  be  proud  of  any- 
thing they  do,   but  if  I  were  proud  of 
any  pension  I  ever  gave  it  would  be  of 
that  one,  because  it  was  a  pension  in 
every  point  of  view  most  eminently  ex- 
cellent  and   requisite.     It  so   happens 
that  it  was  made  the  subject  of  pointed 
comment  in  this  House  at  the  time.     I 
made  a  lengthened  statement  in  answer, 
and  I  do  not  think  I  ever  had  the  plea- 
sure  and   satisfaction   of  sitting  down 
after  making  a  statement  amid  more 
universal     cheering.       Prince     Lucien 
Bonaparte  is  a  person  who  has  rendered 
enormous  service  to  literature  at  his  own 
expense  when  he  was  a  comparatively 
opulent    man.      But    the    ruin  of  the 
French  Empire  in  1870  entirely  altered 
the  position  of  Prince  Lucien  and  wholly 
cut  off  his  literary  pursuits.     He  was 
not  responsible  for  the  French  Empire 
or  its  ruin,  but  the  circumstances  made 
it  desirable — and  it  was  no  dishonour  to 
him — that  he  should  receive  an  honour- 
able notice  of  this  kind.     There  was  this 
additional  reason  for  the  pension.     One 
of  the  rules — a  very  good  one — which 
are  generally  observed  in  the  distribu- 
tion of  this  £1,200  is  not  to  give  to  the 
popular    branch    of    literature.      The 
popular  branch  of  literature  pays  itself; 
but  the  services  of  Prince  Lucien  Bona- 
parte, in  connection  with  which  he  in- 
curred a  large  expenditure,  were  in  the 
department  of  philology,  an  extremely 
difficult  subject,  but  one  very  necessary 
to  be  explored.     At  the  same  time  it  is 
one  which  addresses  itself  to  a  very  com- 
petent but   extremely   narrow   public; 
indeed  any  book  published  hardly  over 
pays  its  exppnses.     Prince  Lucien  was  a 
naturalized  subject  of  the  Crown,  and  in 
every  point  of  view  he  was  one  of  the 
Bttest,   if  not  the  fittest,   recipient   of 
this   grant.      The    hon.    Member    also 
referred  to  a  pension    of   £100  a-year 
to   Mr.   Mongredien.      I  cannot   recol- 
lect if  that  pension  was  granted  by  me 
or  not ;    but  at  least  it  was  not  a  very 
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large  one.  The  hon.  Gentleman  also 
dwelt  upon  a  case  in  which  I  was 
responsible  for  granting  a  pension  of 
£500  a-year — I  admit  a  very  large  sum 
under  this  grant—to  the  widow  of  Lord 
Stratford  de  Redcliffe.  I  am  glad  here 
to  be  able  to  illustrate  what  I  have  said 
to  the  effect  that  those  grants  wore  not 
made  with  reference  to  political  predi- 
lections. This  is  seen  by  the  fact  that 
Prince  Lucien  Bonaparte  voted  against 
the  Liberal  candidate  in  the  borough  of 
Chelsea,  where  he  has  a  house,  while 
the  distinguished  nobleman,  Lord  Strat- 
ford de  Redcliffe,  was  a  well-known 
Conservative,  who  sat  for  between  30 
and  40  years  on  the  other  side  of  this 
House,  or  of  the  House  of  Lords.  Whe- 
ther a  pension  of  £500  could  properly 
be  given  to  the  widow  of  Lord  Stratford 
de  Eedcliffe  is,  I  think,  a  matter  which 
may  well  attract  the  notice,  or  even  the 
animadversion,  of  the  hon.  ISIember, 
and  I  should  bo  happy  to  lay  fully  be- 
fore a  Committee  the  considerations 
which  influenced  me  in  it.  Lord  Strat- 
ford deEedcliffe,  while  he  lived,  enjoyed 
an  income  from  a  diplomatic  pension, 
and  there  was  no  case  for  making  any 
application  on  his  account.  But  when 
he  died  that  pension  expired.  He  had 
never  been  a  wealthy  man.  All  his  life 
lie  had  devoted  himself  to  the  Public 
Service,  and  the  services  which  ho  ren- 
dered in  Constantinople  were  undoubt- 
edly of  the  highest  order.  I  admit  that 
there  may  be  differences  of  opinion  as 
to  these  services — that  is  to  say,  as  to 
the  policy  on  which  his  acts  were  founded, 
and  as  to  the  justice  of  the  sanguine 
expectations  which  ho  entertained  in 
common  with  Lord  Palmorston  and  some 
other  able  men  as  to  the  capacity  of  the 
Turkish  Empire  for  what  is  sometimes 
called  regeneration.  Although  I  myself 
have  never  been  a  sanguine  believer  in 
the  regeneration,  there  is  no  doubt 
whatever  that  many  things  were  done 
in  the  time  of  Lord  Stratford  de  Hed- 
cliffe,  when  he  was  Ambassador  in  Tur- 
key, which  wero  of  the  nature  of  great 
and  substantial  reforms.  If  the  hon. 
Member  wishes  to  know  the  height  to 
which  Lord  Stratford  ascended  as  a 
diplomatist,  and  the  place  he  occupied  in 
the  estimation  of  the  great  majority  of 
people  at  that  period,  let  him  con- 
sult the  history  of  Mr.  Kinglake,  and 
there  he  will  find  the  great  and  eminent 
services  rendered  by  Lord  Stratford  at 
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Constantinople  set  oat  with  a  splendour 
I  cannot  rival.  Lord  Stratford,  as  I 
have  said,  was  not  a  wealthy  man,  and 
I  believe  it  is  a  well-known  fact — there 
is  no  disgrace  in  it — that  his  private 
means  and  economies  disappeared  in 
consequence  of  the  repudiation  by  the 
Turkish  Empire  of  its  debts.  Believing 
in  the  Turk,  and  in  Turkish  regenera- 
tion, he  had  given  that  strongest  of  all 
evidence  of  his  belief  when  he  invested 
in  their  funds — and  unquestionably  it 
became  a  matter  for  consideration  whe- 
ther, so  far  as  the  public  were  concerned, 
Lady  Stratford  was  to  remain  without 
provision.  I  believe  that  all  the  Mem- 
bers whom  I  address  would,  in  the  cir- 
cumstances in  which  I  then  stood,  have 
done  just  as  I  did  with  respect  to  the 
Motion  before  the  House.  I  will  not 
dilate  upon  the  reasons  which  lead  me  to 
support  it.  They  are  very  strong  in- 
deed. I  have  pointed  to  the  fact  that 
I  do  not  think  it  possible  that  it  can  be 
treated  as  a  mere  abstract  Motion.  I 
consider  it  a  Motion  intended  and  likely 
to  lead  to  practical  results,  and  I  thank 
the  Government  for  having  accepted  it 
in  that  sense.  And  the  evident  intention 
of  the  Government  is  to  give  effect  to 
the  views  of  the  mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment, which  was  so  ably  seconded  by 
the  hon.  Member  opposite,  and  to  place 
this  matter  upon  a  footing  which  shall 
be  above  Party  considerations.  In  these 
circumstances  I  trust  that  in  the  few 
hours  which  this  debate  has  occupied,  a 
fair  amount  of  public  business  has  been 
transacted. 

Mr.  BEADLAUGH  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  his  original  Amendment  in 
order  to  bring  it  up  in  an  amended 
form. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  tho  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  tlio  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  woxdfl 
*'  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  steps  should  bo 
forthwith  taken  to  determine  the  hereditary 
pensions  and  allowances)  with  due  regard  to  tho 
just  claims  of  tho  respective  recipients,  and  to 
economy  in  the  public  service,  and  that,  con* 
sidering  the  large  and  increasing  annnal  charge 
upon  the  country  for  general  pensions  and  non- 
efiectivo  services,  it  is  desirable  to  adopt  mea- 
sures for  tho  thorough  revision  of  the  entire 
pension  system  ;  **— (Jtfr.  Bradlaugk.) 

Quef>tion  proposed  ^'  That  the  words 
proposed  to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question." 
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protest  against  the  remarks  made  by  the 
ton.  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Jen- 
nings) with  regard  to  a  very  distinguished 
gentleman — Sir  J.  B.  Maule — whose  pen- 
sion of  £500  the  hon.  Member  had  ad- 
verted to.  Sir  J.  B.  Maulo  had,  for  a 
great  number  of  years,  been  a  dis- 
tinguished Member  of  the  Party  oppo- 
site ;  he  had  served  on  the  Commission 
which  inquired  into  the  Jamaica  out- 
rages ;  he  had  served  as  an  unpaid 
member  of  the  Municipal  Commission 
for  four  years,  and,  to  his  personal 
knowlege,  declined  the  high  position  of 
Chief  Justice  of  India,  because  he  pre- 
ferred to  carry  on  his  professional  prac- 
tice. Sir  J.  B.  Maule  had  been  likewise 
selected  at  a  salary  of  £3,000  a-year  to 
discharge  the  office  of  Public  Prosecutor. 
The  operation  of  that  office  had  not  been 
satisfactory ;  but  he  ventured  to  say  that 
whatever  failure  there  might  have  been 
it  could  not  be  laid  on  the  shoulders  of 
this  gentleman.  It  had  been  thought  de- 
sirable, in  the  interest  of  the  Public  Ser- 
vice, that  the  appointment  should  lapse, 
or  rather  be  transferred  to  the  Solicitor 
to  the  Treasury,  who  was  made  Director 
of  Public  Prosecutions.  For  the  loss  of 
his  office.  Sir  J.  B.  Maule  had  received 
the  very  small  pension  of  £500  per 
annum.  As  a  political  opponent  of  this 
gentleman,  he  felt  bound  to  make  these 
remarks  in  reply  to  the  statement  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stockport,  and  he  re- 
gretted that  some  personal  matters  had 
been  introduced  into  the  discussion 
which  had,  in  some  degree,  obscured 
the  main  question  on  which  he  thought 
there  was  no  difference  of  opinion  in  that 
House. 


Sni  MATTHEW  WHITE  EIDLEY 
(Lancashire,  N.,  Blackpool)  said,  as 
Chairman  of  the  Civil  Service  Commis- 
sion, and  as  one  greatly  interested  in 
the  reform  of  the  system  of  pensions  in 
the  Civil  Service,  he  desired  to  say,  in 
behalf  of  the  Committee,  that  the  action 
of  the  Government  in  accepting  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Bradlaugh)  had  materially 
tended  to  assist  them  in  their  labours. 
He  was  glad  that  the  system  of  pensions 
was  to  be  made  the  subject  of  inquiry. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  had 
quoted  some  evidence  given  before  the 
Committee  of  which  he  (Sir  Matthew 
White  Ridley)  was  Chairman,  to  the 
effect  that,  whatever  might  be  thought 
of  the  pension  system,  it  was  high  time 
that  it  was  inquired  into,  not  only  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  expense  to  the 
country,  but  also  from  the  point  of  view 
that  it  did  not  conduce  to  the  extent 
intended  to  the  efficiency  of  the  Public 
Service.  He  was  not  entitled  on  that 
occasion  to  express  any  particular  opi- 
nions which  he  might  entertain  ;  but  he 
might  express  his  belief  that  there  was 
not  one  of  his  Colleagues  on  the  Com- 
mission who  did  not  feel  the  importance 
of  the  inquiry  on  which  they  were 
engaged,  and  who  did  not  expect,  before 
many  weeks  had  elapsed,  the  Committee 
would  be  able  to  present  their  Report  to 
the  House.  The  reform  suggested  in 
the  course  of  the  debate  would  be,  of 
course,  of  material  assistance  to  the 
Committee,  who  had  already  taken  evi- 
dence on  the  subject.  Evidence  had 
been  taken  since  the  Eeport  had  been 
tsaned  ;  but  he  pointed  out  that  the  more 
the  subject  was  gone  into  the  more  diffi- 
cult it  appeared  to  present  a  scheme 
which  would  have  a  chance  of  lasting 
for  several  years ;  the  great  difficulty 
being  that  so  many  years  must  elapse 
before  the  scheme  to  be  proposed  could 
come  into  operation.  He,  therefore, 
asked  for  the  indulgence  of  the  House 
if  the  Committee  were  not  able  to  pre- 
sent their  Report  as  quickly  as  many 
would  desire.  Ho  rejoiced  that  the 
limited  Report  they  had  been  able  to 
present  had  received  what  he  conceived 
to  be  substantial  approval,  and  trusted 
that  before  much  more  time  had  elapsed 
the  Committee  would  be  able  to  present 
a  successful  scheme  to  the  House. 

Mb.    a.    E.    QATHORNE- HARDY 
(Sussex,  East  Chrinstead)  said,  he  rose  to 


Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Resolved,  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House, 
steps  should  be  forthwith  taken  to  determino 
the  hereditary  pensions  and  allowances,  with 
due  regard  to  the  just  claims  of  the  respective 
recipients  and  to  economy  in  the  public  service, 
and  that,  considering  the  large  and  increasing^ 
annual  charge  upon  the  Country  for  general 
pensions  and  non-eflfective  services,  it  is  de- 
sirable to  adopt  measures  for  the  thorough 
revision  of  the  entire  pension  system. 

TUE  ROYAL  MILITARY  ACADEMY, 
WOOLWICn.-OBSERVATIONS. 

Sir  henry  ROSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.)  said,  it  would  be  in  the  recollection 
of  the  House  that  on  the  15th  of  Feb- 
ruary, in  answer  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for    South    Salford    (Mr. 
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Howorth),  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope)  stated  the  preponderance  of 
marks  in  the  Examinations  at  Wool- 
wich was  given  for  subjects  which  were 
of  the  most  practical  value  to  the  ma- 
jority of  officers,  and  which  were  able 
to  be  least  easily  crammed.  In  tliis 
examination  it  was  clear  that  the  marks 
attached  to  scientific  subjects  were  low, 
out  of  all  proportion  to  their  importance ; 
for  while  no  less  than  11,000  marks 
might  be  obtained  by  candidates  for 
languages  alone,  only  2,000  marks 
could  be  obtained  for  those  subjects 
which  went  under  the  wide  title  of  ex- 
perimental science,  the  practical  import- 
ance of  which,  with  regard  to  the  Army, 
was  admitted  by  the  AVar  Office  them- 
selves. For  on  page  13  of  the  Regula- 
tions it  will  be  seen  that  in  the  course 
which  was  compulsory  on  those  who  had 
entered  the  Academy,  Science  stood  next 
to  Mathematics,  while  it  stood  above 
Modern  Languages,  It  was,  therefore, 
clear  that  the  War  Department  itself 
attached  importance  to  the  teaching  of 
Science,  although  in  the  entrance  exa- 
minations for  Woolwich  its  value  was 
practically  ignored.  So  much,  then, 
i'or  the  statement  that  the  War  Office 
in  these  examinations  laid  stress  upon 
those  subjects  which  were  of  practical 
importance  to  the  majority  of  officers. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  had  gone  on  to  say, 
in  reply  to  the  Question  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  that  those  subjects  least  easily 
crammed  were  included  in  the  Exami- 
nations. That  was  an  important  state- 
ment, because  the  subject  of  Experi- 
mental Science  was  not  easy  or  liable 
to  be  crammed.  The  result  of  former 
examinations  showed  that  Science  was 
offered  less  frequently  than  other  sub- 
jects by  successful  candidates  —  that 
meant  that  the  candidates  did  not  find 
it  pay  to  bring  in  Science  and  that  it 
could  not  be  easily  crammed.  Another 
important  matter  was  the  infiuonce 
which  the  now  Code  of  Eogulations  liad 
on  the  groat  public  soliools  of  tho 
country,  from  wliioh  a  largo  numbir  of 
candidates  came.  He  said  that  in  those 
schools,  having  regard  to  the  dispro- 
portion of  marks  as  between  Science 
and  languages.  Science  teaching  would 
fail  and  gradually  disappear  because  it 
would  not  pay.  It  seemed  to  him  that, 
under  the  present  system,  young  men 

Sir  Henry  jRoscoe 


might  be  chosen    who    had   not    the 
slightest    aptitude    for    the    soientifio 
work  which  at  the  present  day    was 
absolutely  necessary  in  this  tho  chief 
scientific  arm  of  the  Service.    A  young 
man  might  enter  Woolwich  now  with 
purely  linguistic  acquirements;  at  any 
rate,  a  young   man   might  pass  who 
had  those  acquirements  in  addition  to 
mathematical  training;  and   he   main- 
tained that  by  the  system  at  present  in 
force  it  was  impossible  for  the  authori- 
ties who  examined  the  candidates  to 
choose  those  young  men  who  showed 
a  capacity  for  scientific  training.     The 
right    hon.   Gentleman    the    Secretary 
of  Slate  for  War  had  also  said  that  this 
question  had  been  considered  by  a  strong 
Committee.     But  was  it  strong  in  an 
educational  or  a  military  sense  ?    He 
could  not  believe  that  a  strong  educa- 
tional Committee  could  have  framed  the 
present  rules,  because  they  were  full  of 
faults.    First,  they  led  to  the  rejection 
of  candidates  best  fitted  for  the  work 
that  had  to  be  done.  Then  they  offered, 
too,  a  high  premium  for  modem  lan- 
guages, and  thus  ran  the  risk  that  youn^ 
men  would  prefer  to  go  abroad  in  order 
to  acquire  languages  rather  than  stay 
at  homo  and  pass  through  the  regular 
curriculum  of  our  great  public  schools. 
Thirdly,  the  regulations  were  liable  to 
act  fatally  on  the  general  tendency  of 
what  it   was    now  most  desirable   to 
encourage  —  scientific   training  in  oar 
schools.      lie  trusted  they  might  hear 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  with 
the  frankness  that  distinguished  him  in 
his  statements,  would  undertake  that 
these  regulations  should  be  remodelled, 
so  as  to  give  Science  its  proper  position 
in  these  preliminary  examinations. 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  for 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire, 
Horncastle)  said,  he  had  listened  to  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  Member  with  all 
the  interest  which  attached  to  his  high 
authority  on  the  subject.  He  ooiud 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
would  pay  the  greatest  possible  atten- 
tion to  the  views  which  had  been  nrffed. 
llo  explained  that  the  regulations  allot- 
ing  a  number  of  marks  to  particolar 
subjects  on  examination  for  the  Boyal 
Military  College  were  made  in  1884. 
At  that  time  there  had  been  a  very  care- 
ful investigation,  and  the  number  of 
marks  awarded  for  Science  was  reduced. 
Representations  were  made  to  theSe- 
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cretary  of  State  for  War  at  that  time  by 
▼arious   scientific  authorities,   and  the 
result  was  that  the  number  of  marks 
allotted   to  Science  was  raised.     Frac- 
tioally,  that  system  was  established  by  a 
general  consensus  of  opinion,  was  recom- 
mended by  upwards  of  50  head-masters, 
and  considered  by  the  Civil  Service  Com- 
missioners and   other  high  authoritios. 
That  system    had   been    tried   in    the 
Royal  Military  College   since  1884,  and 
it  was  curious  that,   although  the  hon. 
Member  appeared  to  complain  of  the 
legulations,   as  far  as   any  experience 
leemed  to  show,   the  War  Office  had 
only  heard  that  the  regulations  with  re- 
gard to  the  Royal  Military  College  had 
worked  exceedingly  well  since  that  date. 
There  had  been  an  investigation  by  a 
Committee,     presided     over    by    Lord 
Morley,  and  it  recommended  that  the 
orieinal  intention  should  be  carried  out, 
and  that  the  system  of  the  Eoyal  Mlli- 
^  Academy  should  be  assimilated  to 
tlmt  in  the  Royal  Military  College.    It 
was  not,  however,  a  matter  thoroughly 
^apted  lor  being  brought  before  the 
Soiwe.    He  would  be  glad  to  meet  the 
^<^.  Gentleman  and  others  who  might 
J®  bterested  in  the  subject  in  order  to 
^^  and  discuss  what  considerations 
^bould  be  urged  in  order  to  induce  him 
^  modify  the  regulations  and  see  what 
iterations  should  be  made. 

Sir  LYON  PLAYFAIR  (Leeds,  S.) 
Hid,  he  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  met  the  case  very  fairly.  The 
{oestion  was  one  ofgreat  public  import- 
ance.   Woolwich  had  given  more  impulse 
iothe  study  of  science  in  the  public  schools 
in  the  country  than  any  other  motive 
power.     When  the  scheme  of  1884  was 
brought  forward  for  Sandhurst,  it  was 
modified  owing  to  representations  made 
in  the  House.     But  what  had  been  the 
result?    The  result  had  been  exceed- 
ingly disastrous  to  scientific  education. 
Before  1884,  8  per  cent  of  the  candidates 
at    Sandhurst   took    science    subjects. 
Since  then  only  2  per  cent  had  done  so. 
In  the  collegiate  education  at  Wool- 
wiehy  Experimental  Science  had  a  greater 
position  than  modern  languages,  but, 
according  to  the  system  which  they  were 
now  bringing  forward,  a  lad  might  enter 
Woolwich  as  a  candidate  for  a  scientific 
service    without    scientific    knowledge. 
The  lingoistic  city  of  a  man  was  a 

perfeetly  differs  mi  ihiog  from  his  scien- 
Mie  mfuUj ;         though  he  approved 
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of  high  marks  for  French  and  German, 
yet  he  thought  they  should  take  care 
that  they  did  not,  by  their  entrance  ex- 
amination, admit  men  who  gave  no 
evidence,  by  previous  training,  of  scien- 
tific capacity.  They  were  about  to 
bring  young  men  into  a  scientific  insti- 
tution without  sifting  them  to  see 
whether  they  had  scientific  knowledge 
or  a  scientific  capacity.  They  might 
get  11,000  marks  through  languages, 
and  it  would  only  be  possible  for  them 
to  get  2,000  marks  by  experimental 
science.  Therefore,  all  the  schools  of 
the  country  would  go  back  to  the 
old  mode  of  preparing  lads  in  lan- 
guages, and  would  discontinue  preparing 
them  in  sciences.  He  asked  that  the 
growing  love  of  Science,  which  was 
important  for  the  interests  of  this  coun- 
try, should  not  be  extinguished.  They 
had  a  scheme  brought  before  them 
which  would  certainly  prevent  the  col- 
leges which  were  not  giving  so  much 
attention  to  Experimental  Science  from 
going  on  with  that  work,  because  it 
would  not  pay.  By  the  conference  to 
which  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
had  invited  them,  in  order  more  fully  to 
discuss  that  matter,  he  hoped  to  be  able 
to  convince  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  to  induce  him  to  consent  to  a  small 
change.  They  only  wanted  him  to  raise 
the  2,000  marks  for  science  to  3,000 
niarks,  and  put  it  on  the  same  footing 
as  languages,  French,  German,  and 
Latin,  and  they  would  then  be  content. 
Sir  henry  TYLER  (Great  Yar- 
mouth) said,  there  were  many  schools 
now  engaged  in  preparing  candidates  for 
Woolwich,  the  Royal  Military  College 
at  Sandhurst,  and  other  Institutions ; 
and  it  was,  of  course,  the  desire  of  the 
masters  as  well  as  of  the  boys  in  such 
schools  to  prepare  for  those  subjects 
which  commanded  the  most  marks.  He 
was,  therefore,  correct  in  saying  that  the 
education  given  was  really  in  a  great 
measure  depoudent  on  the  number  of 
marks  allotted  to  each  subject  at  the 
examinations.  That  being  so,  it  was 
very  desirable  not  only  that  the  marks 
should  be  properly  regulated  as  between 
the  different  subjects,  including,  of 
course,  modern  languages  and  science, 
but  that  there  should  be  a  system  tho- 
roughly considered  and  organized,  and 
recognized  as  a  durable  system ;  be- 
cause it  had  been  a  great  evil  in  the 
past   that  constant  changes  had  been 
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made,  sometimes  backwards  and  for- 
wards, and  the  systems  were  not  of  a 
more  permanont  character.  lie  had 
considerable  experience,  and  took  a 
great  interest  in  tho  matter,  having 
himself  been  at  Woolwich,  having  passed 
five  sons  through  the  Royal  Military 
Academy,  and  hoping  to  pass  a  sixth; 
and  he  felt  that  it  was  a  groat  evil  that 
changes  were  being  constantl}'  made  in 
the  system  of  examinations.  Every  boy 
intended  for  a  Woolwich  military  career 
had  to  spend  four  or  five  years  in  pre- 
paratory studies,  at  great  labour  and 
expense,  and  he  thought  it  a  great 
hardship  that  a  boy  should  find  that  the 
number  of  marks  allotted  to  the  different 
subjects  had  been  altogether  altered  at 
the  end  of  his  preparatory  course,  and 
that,  consequently,  a  great  part  of  his 
time  and  money  had  been  more  or  less 
wasted.  He  was,  therefore,  glad  that 
his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  invited  the  scientific 
Gentlemen  opposite  to  cjnfer  with  him, 
and  he  hoped  that  an  arrangement  would 
be  made  of  a  more  durable  as  well  as  of 
a  more  satisfactory  character  than  those 
which  had  obtained  in  the  past. 

JRssolved,  That  this  House  will  imme- 
diately resolve  itself  into  the  Committee 
of  Supply. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

PARLIAMENT  —  PALACE      OF     WEST- 
MINSTER-SEATS IN  THIS  HOUSE. 
RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 
Walden),  in  rising  to  move  a  Resolution, 

"That  a  Member  serving  on  a  Select  Com- 
mitteo  shall  bo  entitled,  without  being  present 
at  Prayers,  on  any  day  on  which  such  Com- 
mittee shall  sit,  to  retain  a  seat  in  the  House  by 
affixing  thereto  a  card,  distinguished  by  colour 
and  m;irkod  *  Committee,'  which  shall  bo  de- 
livered to  such  Member  on  his  application  ;  ** 

said,  ho  thought  he  should  best  consult 
the  wishes  of  hon.  Members  and  the 
despatch  of  the  Business  of  the  House 
if  he  spoke  as  concisely  and  briefly  as 
possible.  The  object  of  the  change 
which  the  Amendment  implied  was,  as 
hon.  Members  would  see,  the  further 
convenience  and  comfort  of  tho  Mem- 
bers serving  on  Select  Committees  or 
Private  Bill  Committees.  The  chancre 
he  proposed  would  even  do  more  than 

Sir  Eenry  Tyhr 


promote  the   comfort  of  hon.   Gentle* 
men  serving  on  Committees— it  woald 
materially  affect  and  advance  the  pecu- 
niary interests  of  the  public.      If  the 
House    of  Commons    was    constructed 
in  the  same  way  as  most  of  tho  Houses 
of  Legislature  of  the  world  were  con- 
structed thcro  would  be   no   necessity 
for  the  Amendment  which  stood  in  his 
name,  because  there  would  be  reserved 
in  the  House  a  seat  or  locality  for  each 
Member.     But  the  wisdom  of  their  pre- 
decessors had  decreed  that  on  the  floor 
of  the  House  there  should  not  be  space 
for  more  than  100  out  of  the  670  Mem- 
bers,  and  what  the  wisdom  of    their 
predecessors  had  decreed  the  matured 
common  sense  of  the  present  generatioa 
saw  no  way  of  getting  out  of.     And  so 
it  came  about  that  any  Member  who 
was  desirous  of  obtaining  a  place  in  the 
House  from  which  to  speak  or  listen  to  a 
debate  was  obliged  to  come  down  one, 
two,  or  three  hours  before  the  House 
met— possibly  at  great  personal  incon* 
venience — place  his  hat  on  a  seat,  be 
present  at  Prayers,  and  affix  a  card  on 
the  back  of  the   seat.    If  a  Member 
serving  on  a  Private  Bill  Committed 
wished  to  obtain  a  seat  in  the  House  on 
any  day  on  which  that  Committee  was 
sitting,  it  would  be  necessary  in  future 
that  the  Committee  should  adjourn  in 
order  that    he    might    be    present  at 
Prayers.      This    sometimes    happened 
under  the   old  regime  \  but  under  the 
new  Bule,  providing  that  Committees 
were  not  to  rise  when  the  House  met,  it 
would  be  always  necessary,  supposing 
the  Members  wished  to  retain  seats  in 
the  House,  for  the  Committee  to  ad- 
journ,  and  for  the  Members  to  come 
down  to  the  House.  The  proceedings  of 
the  Committee  would  thereby  be  stopped, 
and,  as  a  consequence,  the  suitors  would 
be   put   to   very  large   expense.     His 
Amendment  provided  that  a  Member  of 
a  Committee,  when  he  came  down  to  the 
House,  should  be  able  to  obtain  a  dif- 
ferent card  from  that  at  present  in  use, 
affix  it  to  his  seat,  and  thus  ensure  for 
himself  a  seat.     It  would  not  be  neces- 
sary for  him  to  be  present  at  Prayers. 
lion.  Members  would  see  he  suggested 
that  the  cards  to  be  used  by  such  Mem- 
bers should  be  of  a  different  colour  to 
those  ordinarily  used.     He  hoped  no 
one  would  suspect  for  a  moment  that 
he    made  this  suggestion   because  he 
imagined  that  any  hon.  Member  of  the 
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House  would  so  far  let  his  personal 
convenience,  or  his  desire  to  hear  the 
eloquence  of  the  House,  overcome  his 
natural  respect  for  the  Bules  of  the 
House  as  to  make  use  of  the  provision 
he  (Mr.  H.  Gardner)  proposed.  It  was, 
however,  desirable  there  should  not  be 
any  ground  for  a  shadow  of  suspinion, 
and  that  was  the  reason  why  the  use  of 
cards  of  a  different  colour  should  be 
used.  He  stated  at  the  outset  that  one 
of  the  objects  of  the  Amendment  was 
the  pecuniary  advantage  of  the  public 
at  large.  As  the  House  was  aware, 
suitors  before  Committees  often  em- 
ployed very  eminent  counsel,  and  it  was 
a  peculiarity  of  learned  gentlemen  that 
when  they  were  eminent  they  were  also 
very  expensive.  To  suitors  before  Com- 
mittees, therefore,  time  was  esscDtially 
money.  A  friend  of  his,  formerly  a 
Member  of  the  House,  told  him  that  he 
calculated  that  the  adjournment  of  a 
Committee  for  an  hour  had  cost  the 
suitors  £100.  It  must  be  obvious  to  the 
House  that  the  adjournments  necessary, 
unless  some  such  Amendment  as  he  pro- 
posed were  adopted,  would  cost  suitors 
a  considerable  sum  of  money.  Under 
these  circumstances,  and  having  very 
great  trust  from  the  answer  of  the  right 
non.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  the  other 
day  that  the  Government  would  accept 
it,  he  begged  to  move  the  Amendment 
which  stood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  **  to  the  end 
of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  a 
Member  serving  on  a  Select  Committee  shall  he 
Oititled,  without  being  present  at  Prayers,  on 
any  day  on  which  such  Committee  shall  sit,  to 
retain  a  seat  in  the  House  by  affixing  thereto  a 
card,  distinguished  by  colour  and  marked  *  Com- 
mittee,* which  shall  be  delivered  to  such 
Member  on  his  application." — (Mr.  Herbert 
Gardner.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 

proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 

Question." 

Thb  first  lord  op  the  TREA- 
8UBY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  had  endeavoured, 
so  far  as  he  could,  to  gather  the  general 
feeling  of  hon.  Members  of  the  House 
npon  the  question  which  had  heen  raised 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  H.  Gardner), 
and  he  had  arrived  at  the  conclusion 
that  the  Members  generally  desired  that 
some  such  provision  as  that  which  the 
lion.  Member  had  suggested  should  be 


adopted.  Therefore,  without  at  all  going 
into  the  question,  even  at  the  length  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had,  he  suggested  it 
would  be  desirable  that  the  House  should 
adopt  an  Order  of  this  character  upon 
the  understanding  that  the  cards  should 
be  delivered  to  the  Members  of  the 
Committees  who  desired  to  have  them 
by  the  Committee  clerks.  It  was  ob- 
viously necessary  that  the  cards  should 
be  in  the  custody  of  persons  on  whom 
absolute  reliance  could  be  placed. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  &c.)  said, 
the  words  of  the  Motion  were  **  a  Mem- 
ber serving  on  a  Select  Committee." 
Would  those  words  include  Members 
serving  on  what  were  generally  called 
Grand  Committees  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  he  was 
hardly  able  to  say  whether  that  would 
be  the  case  or  not.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered, however,  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
men serving  on  Grand  Committees  would 
probably  be  80  in  number ;  that  they 
would  be  able  to  come  in  from  the  Com- 
mittee Room,  take  their  seats,  and  go 
away  then.  Such  Members  were  not 
required  to  be  in  as  constant  attendance 
as  the  Members  of  Select  Committees 
or  Private  Bill  Committees.  A  Member 
might  leave  without  exposing  himself, 
or  anyone  else,  to  inconvenience — at  any 
rate,  without  causing  any  expense  to 
the  parties  before  them.  Perhaps  it 
would  be  well  they  should  have  some 
experience  of  the  working  of  the  Rule 
as  applied  to  Members  serving  on  Select 
Committees  or  Private  Bill  Committees 
before  applying  it  to  Members  of  the 
Grand  Committees. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Resolved^  That  a  Momher  serving  on  a  Select 
Committeo  shall  be  entitled,  without  being  pre- 
sent at  Prayers,  on  any  day  on  which  such 
Committee  shall  sit,  to  retain  a  seat  in  the 
Uouse  by  affixing  thereto  a  card,  distinguished 
by  colour  and  marked  "  Committee,'*  which 
shall  bo  delivered  to  such  Member  on  his  appli- 
cation. 

Supply  —  Committee  upon  Monday 
next. 

WESTMINSTER  ABBEY  BILL.— [Bill  165.] 

(Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Secretary 

Matthews,  Mr.  Jackson.^ 

SECOND   READING.      fADJOUKNED  DEBATE.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [22nd  March],  **That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  tim9." 
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Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 


The  first  LOED  of  the  TREA- 
SUEY   (Mr.  W.    11.    Smith)   (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that,  as  his  remarks 
on  a  former  occasion  were  necessarily 
short,  owing  to  the  hour  of  the  night 
when  the  debate  was  initiated,  he  would 
now  explain  a  little  more  fully  what  the 
Bill  sought  to  effect.   The  Bill  had  been 
prepared  in  order  to  insure  the  safety  of 
the  Abbey,  which  would,  he  was  sure, 
bo  regarded  by  all  hon.  ^ilembers,  whe- 
ther belonging  to  the  Church  of  England 
or  not,    as   a   great  public   monument 
which  they  were  bound  to  preserve.     It 
was  at  the  present  moment  in  a  very 
grave  condition.   It  was  estimated  when 
arrangements  were  laado  by  the  Dean 
and  Chapter  of   Westminster  in    1868 
that  £20,000  would  then  be  sufRciont 
for  the  work  of  repairing  the  building. 
Eecently,   however,  it  had  been  found 
that  the  repair  of  the  fabric  would  now 
necessitate   an   expenditure    of    nearly 
£60,000 ;  and  the  funds  in  the  hands  of 
the  Dean  and  Chapter  were  wholly  in- 
adequate to    meet  that  charge.      The 
Dean  and  Chapter  had  been  for  a  con- 
siderable period  in  entire  ignorance  of 
the   serious  condition  of   the    Abbey, 
owing  to  the  fact  that  the  dilapidations 
were  in  portions  of  the  building  which 
were  inaccessible.      In  1886  an  advance 
of  £10,000  from  the  funds  of  the  Eccle- 
siastical Commissioners  was  authorized 
by  a  Bill  passed  by  the  late  Government, 
and  that  advance  was  made  a  charge  on 
the   funds    of  AVostminstor  Abbey,    if 
they   were   capable  of  discharging  it. 
It  was  therefore  sought  in  the  present 
Bill  to  relieve  the  Abbey  funds  from  the 
payment  of  that  amount.     It  would  be 
impossible  for  the  Dean  and  Chapter  to 
meet  such  a  charge  as  £06,000,  even  if 
it  was   spread  over   a    long  period   of 
years.     The  funds  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners,  which  had  suffered  very 
much  from  the  agricultural  depression, 
did  not  enable  them  to  make  the  neces- 
sary grant.     It  was,  therefore,  proposed 
by  the  Bill  that  the  Dean  and  Chapter 
should  be  at  liberty  to  surrender  their 
estates  to    the    Ecclesiastical  Commis- 
sioners, who  should   have  authority  to 
grant  to  them  an  annual  income  equal 
to  that  which  in  1868  it  was  estimated 
those  estates  would  yield.     There  had 
been  great  depreciation  in  the  value  of 


property  in  some  parts  of  the  Idngdom, 
notably  in  the  land  belonging  to  the 
Dean    and    Chapter.      The    proposal, 
therefore,  of  tho  Bill  was  to  give  the 
Dean  and  Chapter  that  same  amount  of 
security  in  regard  to  their  income  which 
it  was  intended  they  should  receive  in 
1868.     It  was  not  proposed  to  relieve 
them  of  the  responsibility  which  attached 
to  them  out  of  that  income  to  maintain 
the  fabric,  but  it  was  intended  that  the 
funds  which  would  be  provided  by  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  shoald  be 
recovered  from  the  Dean  and  Chapter,  as 
thoy   were  ablo    to    pay  the    amount. 
Under  this  Bill  considerable  economies 
would  be  effected  in  the  establishment 
of  the  Abbey,   which  would  secure  a 
sufHciont    income    to    meet  the    large 
charges  which  would  be  involved  in  re- 
paying the  capital  sum  required  for  the 
restoration  of  the  Abbey.    The  Bill  pro- 
vided that  on  the  next  avoidance  of  a 
cauoury  other  than  those  which  attached 
to  the  parishes  of  St.  Margaret's  and 
St.  John*s,  Westminster,  the   appoint- 
ment should  be  suspended  so  long  as  it 
might  be  necessary  to  do  so,  and  also 
authorized  the  Dean  and  Chapter  to  sub- 
mit now  Statutes  which  would  effect  con* 
siderable  economy  in  the  establishment 
of  the  Abbey,  and  would  provide  snf- 
ficent  income  to  meet  the  charges  on  the 
capital  sum  advanced.    The  sole  object 
of  this  Bill  was  to  make  provision  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  Abbey;  there 
was  no  intention  to  carry  out  any  struc- 
tural  alterations,  or  to  effect  any  archi- 
tectural  changes  in  the  building,   but 
merely  to  maintatn  and  to  restore  the 
fabric  to  the  condition  in  which  it  had 
been  handed  down  by  our  predecessors. 
Ho  hoped  that  this  short  explanation 
would  be    considered  satisfactory  and 
that  the  House  would  agree  to  pass  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  which  he  be- 
lieved to  bo  essential  for  the  preserva- 
tion of  one  of  those  national  monuments 
to  which  was  attached  much  that  was 
interesting  in  the  history  of  England, 
and  which  Englishmen   would  re^^et 
to  see  falling  into  decay.     He  desued 
to  repeat  that  no  charge  whatever  would 
be  thrown  on  the  national  finances  by 
this  Bill,  and  that  it  dealt  entirely  with 
ecclesiastical  funds. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingliam, 
Bushdiffe)  said,  he  desired  to  say  that 
the  interesting  statement  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  given  themj. 
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showed  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Swansea  Town  (Mr.  Dillwyn)  was  amply 
justified  in  the  action  ho  took  the  other 
oTening  in  protesting  against  such  a 
Bill  heing  read  a  second  time  without  a 
word  of  explanation  from  the  Treasury 
Bench.  He  was  very  glad  to  hear  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  definition  of  the 
word  **  restoration,"  and  he  assured  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  no  one  was 
more  ready  than  hon.  Members  on  the 
Opposition  side  of  the  House  to  sup- 
port a  measure  for  the  preservation  of 
a  great  historical  monument  like  that  of 
Westminster  Abbey. 

Mb.  BLANE  (Armagh,  S.)  said,  that 
by  the  Bill  they  were  asked  to  appor- 
tion funds  between  the  maintenance  of 
the  fabric  and  the  stipends  of  the  Dean 
and  Chapter  and  other  ecclesiastics. 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  would  say  what 
connection  there  was  between  the 
restoration  of  Westminster  Abbey  and 
the  stipends  in  question.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  this  Bill  was  introduced  for  the 
purpose  of  enabling  certain  parties  to 
have  a  claim  to  compensation  at  the  time 
of  the  Disestablishment  of  the  Church. 
They  now  found  that  ecclesiastical  situa- 
tions were  made  for  temporary  purposes, 
but  that,  finally,  they  became  permanent. 
The  office  bearers  became  holdfasts,  and 
would  assuredly  claim  compensation. 
This  was  only  a  species  of  public  plun- 
der. [  Cries  of  * '  Oh,  oh  ! »']  Of  course 
it  was,  because  the  money  for  these 
repairs  would  be  provided  out  of  the 
fands  of  the  nation  at  large.  He 
should  like  to  see  the  fabric  of  West- 
minster Abbey  maintained.  The  Abbey 
had  been  diverted  from  its  original  pur- 
pose, but  still  he  supposed  it  was  a 
national  monument.  If  the  Govern- 
ment could  show  him  there  was  any- 
thing between  a  national  monument  of 
this  kind  and  the  distribution  of  funds 
to  Dean  and  Chapters,  and  so  foith, 
officials  already  highly  paid  —  and 
amongst  whom  a  large  amount  was  dis- 
tributed only  last  year — he  should  raise 
no  objection  to  the  Bill.  It  seemed  to 
him  most  extraordinary  that  those  men 
should  be  tacked  on  to  the  Bill.  The 
payment  of  stipends  could  have  nothing 
to  do  with  masonry.  The  right  hon. 
Oentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  had  said  that  no  taxation 
would  be  used  for  the  purposes  of  tho 


Bill ;  but  last  year  between  £60,000  and 
£70,000,  raised  by  taxation,  was  spent 
upon  Westminster  Abbey.  If  that 
money  had  been  properly  used  there 
would  have  been  no  need  for  the  expen- 
diture now  proposed.  If  the  authorities 
chose  to  turn  the  Abbey  into  a  theatre 
and  then  turn  it  back  again  into  a 
church,  that  was  their  business;  but 
why  the  Dean  and  Chapter  and  other 
officials  should  have  stipends  provided 
for  them  by  this  Bill  he  could  not  un- 
derstand. Ho  regretted  he  should  have 
had  to  interfere  in  this  matter.  He 
only  did  so  because  he  saw  that  the  pro- 
position contained  in  the  Bill  was  not 
honest.  If  the  Government  wanted  to 
distribute  money  amongst  already  over- 
paid Churchmen,  who  had  large  churches 
and  no  flocks  worth  speaking  of,  it 
would  be  well  they  should  bring  in  a 
separate  Bill  for  the  purpose. 

Sir  JOHN  E.  MOWBRAY  rOxford 
University)  said,  ho  joined  in  the  regret 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Armagh  (Mr.  Blane)  had  just 
expressed,  that  he  should  have  inter- 
fered in  the  discussion,  because  it  was 
quite  clear  the  hon.  Member  had  not  read 
the  Bill.  The  fact  was,  that  the  Bill 
proposed  to  deal  with  the  property  of 
the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  Westminster 
Abbey,  and  it  created  for  the  first  time 
a  fabric  fund — ICries  of  *'No,  no!""| 
He  (Sir  John  R.  Mowbray)  spoke  with 
knowledge  of  the  Bill.  At  present,  the 
first  charge  on  the  revenues  was  the 
salary  of  the  Dean  and  of  minor  officers, 
and,  so  far  from  giving  them  any  in- 
creased claim  on  the  revenues,  it  gave 
them  a  decreased  claim.  It  made  the 
maintenance  of  the  fabric  the  first 
charge.  If  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  read 
tho  ]3ill,  ho  could  not  have  made  the  re- 
marks he  had  addressed  to  the  House. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

STIPENDIARY     MAGISTRATES     (PEN- 
SIONS) BILL.-[BiLL  92.] 
{Sir  Richard  Temple ^  Mr.  Godson ^  Mr.  Uastiugs 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (.Sir  Richard  Temple,) 
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Mr.  BIGGAE  (Cavan,  W.),  in  moving 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate,  said  the 
hon.  Baronet  could  never  have  expected 
to  bring  the  Bill  in  to-day,  and,  perhaps, 
it  was  as  well  that  they  should  have  the 
Easter  Eecess  in  which  to  consider  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

House  adjourned  at  half  past 

Seven  o'clock  till 

Monday  next. 


HOUSE    OF     LORDS, 
Monday,  26th  March,  1888. 


Their  Lordships  met; — And  having 
gone  through  the  Business  on  the  Paper 
without  debate, 

House  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock,  till 
To-morrow,  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Monday,  26th  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.]—  Select  Committees— Pilotage, 
nominated ;  Private  Bill  Legislation,  nomi- 
nated ;  Kevenue  Departments  Estimates, 
nominated  ;  Estimates  Procedure  (Grants  of 
Supply),  nominated. 

Ways  and  ISIeavs^ considered  in  Committee — 
FixANciAL  Statement. 

Public  Bills — /*mw— Land  Law  (Ireland) 
(Land  Commission),  debate  adjourned. 

Ordered  —  First  Heading  —  Customs  (Isle  of 
Man)*  [195]. 

First  Reading — Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment* 
[196]. 

Second  Heading  —  Bsiil  (Scotland)*  [172]; 
County  Courts  Consolidation*  [173];  Glebe 
Lands*  [180];  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
Commission*  [191  J;  Factory  and  Workshops 
Act  (1878)  Amendment*  [154]. 

Cvwmittcc  —  lit  port  —  Th  ird  Reading  —  West- 
minster Abbey  *  [105],  and  p\tsed. 

PuovisioNAL  ( iijoKu  BiLLs  —  Oidi red  —  First 
Reading  —  Mi'tmpolitaii  Commons  (Karn- 
borough)  *  [lO'J]  :  INIrtroDolitan  Commons 
(Cbislrburst  rind  St.  rani's  Cray)  •  [193]; 
Metropolis  (Whitcchapcl  and  Limehouse)  * 
[194]. 

CRIMINAL  LAW  AND  PROCEDURE  (IRE- 
LAND) ACT,  1SS7- IMPRISONMENT  OF 
A  MEMBER  (MR.  PATRICK  O'BRIEN). 
Mr.  speaker  acquainted  the  House 

that  ho  had  received  the  following  letter 


relating  to  the  Imprisonment  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House : — 

Athlone  on  Circuit, 

Maroh  23,  1888. 
Sir, 
I  have  the  honour,  as  is  my  duty,  to  inform 
you,  that  Mr.  Patrick  O'Brien,  a  Member  of  the 
Honourable  The  House  of  Commons,  was  this 
day  sentenced  by  me,  to  be  imprisoned  for  four 
months  as  a  first-class  misdemeanant,  upon  the 
hearing  of  an  appeal  from  a  Court  of  Summary 
Jurisdiction  constituted  under  the  Criminal  Law 
Procedure  (Ireland)  Act  of  1887. 

I  have  the  honour  to  be, 
Sir, 
Your  obedient  serTant, 

William  O'Connor  Moreis, 
County  Court  Judge  and  Ghairman 
of  Quarter  Sessions, 

Q UESTIONS . 

REFORMATORIES    AND     INDUSTBIAL 
SCHOOLS— LEGISLATION. 

Sir  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WOHTH  (Lancashire,  Olitheroe)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  Whether  he  can  now  state 
when  the  Bills  relating  to  Reformatories 
and  Industrial  Schools  will  be  intro- 
duced ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E)  :  I  hope 
that  these  Bills  may  be  introduced 
shortly  after  Easter.  Their  production 
has  been  considerably  delayed,  owing  to 
the  great  pressure  of  work  in  the  office 
of  the  Parliamentary  draftsman. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL  —  THE  FINANCIAL 
PROrOSALS. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  (for 
Sir  Richard  Paget)  (Somerset,  Wells) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  'Whether  he  could 
conveniently  present  to  the  House,  pre- 
vious to  the  Easter  Recess,  a  Memo- 
randum, showing,  in  statistical  form, 
tho  financial  proposals  made  by  him  in 
introducing  the  Local  Government 
Bill? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Rrrcnre) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's),  in  reply, 
said,  a  Statement  had  been  prepared, 
and  he  hoped  would  be  distributed  to- 
morrow along  with  the  Bill. 
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THE  ALASKAN  FISHERIES  DISPUTES— 
THE  SEAL  FISHERIES. 

Mb.  GOUELEY  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  Whether  it  is  correct,  as  re- 
ported by  cable  from  Victoria,  British 
Columbia,  that  a  number  of  Canadian 
sealing  schooners  have  been  permitted 
to  clear  for  Behring's  Sea  with  the  in- 
tention of  prosecuting  seal  fishing,  con- 
trary to  the  Regulations  of  the  United 
States  Alaskan  Authorities,  carrying 
large  Indian  crews  for  the  purpose  of 
waging  war  upon  American  Kevenue 
Cutters,  should  their  Commanders  at- 
tempt to  molest  them ;  and,  what  mea- 
sures Her  Majesty's  Government  intend 
adopting  for  the  purpose  of  arriving  at 
an  amicable  solution  of  the  Alaskan 
Fisheries  disputes  ? 

This  UNDER  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  De  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The  Go- 
vernor General  of  Canada  has  stated, 
in  reply  to  a  telegraphic  inquiry,  that 
the  rumour  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  is  not  confirmed  by  any  infor- 
mation, private  or  ofiicial,  in  possession 
of  the  Dominion  Government,  and  is  not 
credited  by  them.  The  question  of  a 
settlement  of  the  Alaskan  Fisheries  dis- 
putes is  now  under  the  consideration  of 
the  two  Governments  concerned  ;  but  it 
would  be  premature  at  this  moment  to 
say  more  than  that  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
yemment  have  no  reason  to  doubt  that 
a  satisfactory  arrangement  will  be  ar- 
med at. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  NATIONAL  EDUCA- 
TION (IRELAND)  —  NEW  SCHOOL, 
CASTLEMARTYR,  CO.  CORK. 

Mr.  DEASY  (Mayo,  W.)  (for  Mr. 
Lake)  (Cork  Co.,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  the  Government  pre- 
vent the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  in  Ireland  from  carrying  out 
their  arrangement  to  make  a  grant  to- 
wards building  a  new  school  in  Castle- 
martyr,  County  Cork,  as  intimated  in  a 
letter  (dated  8th  March,  1888)  from  the 
Secretary  to  the  Commissioners  to  the 
Bev.  T.  O'Connell,  P.P.  ? 

Tot  SECEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said:    I  understand  that  this 
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case  is  one  of  several  which  the  Com* 
mission ers  of  National  Education  have 
been  unable  to  deal  with  in  consequence 
of  the  funds  applicable  for  payment  of 
building  grants  for  schools  being  ex- 
hausted. Such  strong  opinions  were 
expressed  in  this  House  on  the  subject 
of  these  grants  in  connection  with  the 
recent  Supplementary  Estimate  for  them 
that  Government  felt  bound  to  take  the 
most  imperative  action  to  guard  against 
further  excesses.  No  doubt  the  case  in 
which  the  hon.  Member  is  interested 
will  be  taken  up  in  its  turn  by  the 
Commissioners  when  further  funds  are 
available. 

Mr.  DEASY :  Might  I  ask  when  the 
funds  are  likely  to  be  available  ? 

Mb.  JACKSON :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
answer  that  question,  because  I  do  not 
know  the  order  in  which  this  particular 
case  stands,  and  it  would,  therefore,  be 
impossible  for  me  to  say  when  this  par- 
ticular case  will  be  dealt  with.  But  I 
may  state  to  the  hon.  Member  that 
pretty  large  provision  has  been  made 
for  the  present  year,  and  we  hope  that 
within  a  reasonable  time  the  grants 
which  have  been  made  in  excess  of  the 
provision  already  made  by  Parliament 
will  be  exhausted  in  due  course. 


SUPREME  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE 
(IRELAND)— RETIREMENTS  ON  PEN- 
SIGNS. 

Mr.  mac  NEILL (Donegal,  S.)  asked 
Mr.  SolioitorQeneral  for  Ireland,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  consent 
to  the  insertion  of  a  clause  in  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland)  Bill,  pro- 
viding for  the  voluntary  retirement,  on 
suitable  pensions,  of  officers  and  clerks 
of  the  Probate  and  Matrimonial  Division 
of  the  High  Court  of  Justice,  whose 
duties  shall  be  changed,  or  on  whom 
new  duties  shall  be  imposed,  in  the  event 
of  the  Bill  becoming  Law  ? 

TuE  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  fok 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  The  Government  will  not 
oppose  the  insertion  of  a  clause  in  the 
Bill  affording  to  the  officers  of  the  Pro- 
bate and  Matrimonial  Division  protection 
against  the  imposition  of  new  duties 
similar  to  that  contained  in  the  7th 
clause  of  the  Bill  with  regard  to  officers 
attached  to  the  Queen's  Bench  Division 
of  the  High  Court. 
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BAW  AND  JUSTICE  (IRELAKD)  CORK 
WINTER  ASSIZES-REFUSAL  OP  EX. 

PENSE8. 

Mk.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (L!verpo( 
Scotland)  (for  Mr.  T.  51.  Healy)  (Loti 
ford,  N.)  aakod  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  Has  his  Attontion  been  called  to 
the  letter  in  The  Frteman't  Journal  of 
March  6,  of  Mrs.  J.  Hatlinan,  complain- 
ing that  although  herself  and  four  Crown 
■witnesaoB  were  served  by  Sergeant 
Murphy  with  subposnaa  in  Limeriok  to 
attend  Cork  Winter  Assizes,  where  thej 
were  detained  10  daj.i,  the  Crown 
Solicitor  refused  tbem  any  expenaBS,  or 
to  pay  their  train  fare  bank  to  Limerick ; 
and,  if  witneesos  brought  np  by  tho 
Crown  aummona  are  not  paid  when  their 
examination  becomoa  unnecessary  by  a 
plea  of  guilty  in  the  case  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University) :  My  attention  has  boon 
called  to  the  letter  of  Mra.  Hallinaa  by 
the  Question  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member,  and  the  facta  are  as  follow: — 
The  trial  (which  was  for  riot  and  ob- 
fitructing  and  assaulting  tha  Bherilf] 
was  first  tried  at  the  Summer  Aasizes  in 
Limerick.  No  witueeaea  were  examined 
on  behalf  of  tho  prisoners,  and  tho  jury 
disagreed.  The  witnesses  referred  to 
were  summoned  for  the  second  trial  at 
the  Winter  Asaizos  in  Cork  ;  but  not  on 
behalf  of  tho  prosecution.  They  wore 
served  with  Crown  summonses  to  give 
evidence  on  behalf  of  tho  accused,  ob- 
tained in  the  usual  manner  at  the  re- 
quest of  the  prisoner.  A  statement 
having  been  made  that  no  funds  were 
available  for  briiigiug  the  witnesses  to 
Cork,  tho  Crown  Solicitor  caused  their 
train  fares  to  be  paid.  They  were  not 
detained  by  the  Crown  for  any  period. 
At  tho  tvial  tho  accused  pleaded  guilty  ; 
and  although  they  had  been  informed 
by  notice  that  tho  Court  would  have 
power  to  order  payment  of  the  expentes 
of  any  hand  fide  witnessoa  for  the  defence 
no  application  was  made  to  the  Court 
for  paymi'nt  of  tho  expenses  in  ijuestion. 
The  prison  era  wore  reprosonled  by 
counsel  and  solit-itor.  Under  those  cir- 
cumstances, the  refusal  to  pay  the  ex- 
penses of  the  witnesses  was  fully  justi6ed. 
TIIK  StAOISTRACV-nAHniFP  MA- 
UlSTItATEB-BOGUS    CLUbS. 

Mb.   a.  THOMAS  (Glamorgan,  E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of   Stats  for  the 


Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  bsen  directed  to  tlio  faot  that  in 
the  case  of  certain  appeals  from  the 
decision  of  tho  Cardiff  stipendiary  and 
other  Borough  Police  Magistratei,  with 
reference  to  Bogus  Clubs,  it  had  been 
reversed  by  five  Glamorganshire  County 
Magistrates  at  the  last  Quarter  Seesioni, 
who,  while  allowing  the  appeals  with 
costs,  threw  the  onus  of  proof  of  hont 
fidii  upon  the  prosecution  contrary  to 
to  law,  notwithstanding  8  decision  of 
the  Queen's  Bench  Division  to  the  con- 
trary, and  refused  to  state  a  case  for  the 
opinion  of  the  Court,  either  upon  the 
point  of  law  raised,  or  find  as  a 
fact,  and  refuse  to  state  whether  they 
found  tho  Clubs  in  question  were  lonA 
fidt  or  not  bond  fide;  and,  whether  he 
will  cause  an  inquiry  to  be  made  into 
all  the  circumstances  of  the  case? 

Mh.  ADDISON (Ashton-under-Lyne): 
Before  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  ansvera 
the  Question,  I  wish  to  aak  whether  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  great  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  Bosna  CUnba 
for  the  sale  of  intoxicating  liquora  ia 
Onrdilf,  and  to  tho  consequent  increase 
of  disorder  and  drunkenness  F 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmiogham,  E.):  Im- 
mediately I  received  Notice  of  this  Quea- 
tion  from  the  bon.  Member  (Mr.  Thomai) 
I  communicated  with  the  Chairman  of 
Quarter  Sessions  at  Cardiff,  and  I  have 
not  j-et  received  any  reply  from  him.  I 
have  beard  that  the  number  of  these 
Bogus  Clubs  has  increased ;  but  aa  my 
information  ie  not  very  definite,  I  can- 
not eay  to  what  oxtent. 

Sill  WILFRID  LAWSON  (Cumber- 
Innd,  Cockermouth) :  Has  the  right 
hou.  Gentleman  any  information  to  the 
elfoct  that  recently  these  Clubs  are 
being  rapidly  rooted  out  of  Cardiff  ? 

Ma.  MATTHEWS:  No  Sir;  I  bare 
not  hoard. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— JUDIOIAL 
liESTS-  STATISTICS. 

KIk.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Bash- 
clilfe)  apked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  When  the  Returns  of  Judidsd 
RcntsforNovember,  December,  JanuaiT, 
and  i'ebruary  last  will  be  distributed; 
and,  why  it  ia  not  possible  to  bring  the 
presentation  of  theae  Returns  mora 
closely  up  to  date? 

Tub  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND     (Mr.    Masdeh)    (Dnbliit 
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Unirersity) :  The  Eetum  of  Judicial 
Bents  for  the  months  of  November  and 
December  was  presented  on  February 
22.  As  regards  the  Eeturn  dealing 
with  the  months  of  January  and 
February,  the  Land  Commissioners  in- 
form me  that  it  is  in  the  printers'  hands 
and  wiil  shortly  be  ready  for  presenta- 
tion. These  Hetums  are  made  up  every 
two  months  for  Departmental  conveni- 
ence, and  they  are  thereupon  presented 
as  soon  as  possible. 

LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1887— 
NOTICES. 

Mr.  J.  £.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Eush- 
cliffe)  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  What  was  the  number  of  Notices 
under  Section  7  of  **  The  Land  Law  (Ire- 
land) Act,  1887,"  issued  between  1st 
January  and  17th  March,  1887? 

Thb  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University) :  It  has  been  arranged  to 
present  quarterly  a  Eeturn  of  the  Notices 
filed  under  Section  7  of  the  Land  Act 
of  last  Session.  The  Eeturn  for  the 
quarter  ending  the  Slst  day  of  this 
month  will  be  presented  as  soon  as 
possible.  It  would  be  inconvenient  to 
obtain  a  Eeturn  for  the  broken  period 
up  to  the  17th  March ;  and  I  think  that 
the  hon.  Member  will  find  that  his  re- 
quirements are  met  by  the  presentation 
of  the  quarterly  Eeturn. 

INLAND  REVENUE  DEPARTMENT- 
ASSISTANTS  OF  EXCISE. 

ME.WEBSTEE(St.Pancras,  E.)asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
it  has  been  called  to  his  attention  that 
the  flow  of  promotion  from  assistants  of 
Excise  to  second  class  officers  has  been 
materially  checked,  and  that  it  now  takes 
from  seven  and  a- half  to  10  years  instead 
of  five  years,  as  estimated  by  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Treasury  on  the  12th  of 
April,  1886;  and  that,  at  the  present 
time,  out  of  a  total  of  775  assistants  of 
Excise  no  fewer  than  450  have  already 
serred  from  five  to  seven  and  a-half 
years  without  being  promoted ;  and,  if 
he  proposes  to  take  any  steps  to  re- 
organize the  system  by  which  this 
stagnation  in  promotion  in  the  lower 
grades  of  this  Service  may  be  obviated  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.):  A  similar  Question  was 
addressed  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  by  the    hon.  Member   for 


West  Belfast  (Mr.  Sexton)  on  the  8th  of 
September  last,  and  I  have  nothing  to 
add  to  the  reply  then  given.  I  may, 
however,  observe  that  it  is  clearly  im- 
possible to  carry  out  any  reorganization 
of  a  Public  Department,  with  any  in- 
tention of  reducing  expenditure,  without 
affecting  the  rate  of  promotion  in  the 
junior  ranks. 

ARMY  ACT,  1881— REQUISITIONS  OF 
EMERGENCY  —  IMPRESSMENT  OF 
HORSES,  CARTS,  &c. 

Mb.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther the  police  in  Letterkenny,  County 
Donegal,  on  the  27th  of  January  last, 
seized  a  number  of  horses  and  carts  be- 
longing to  farmers  of  the  district  whilst 
on  their  way  to  market  with  their  pro- 
duce for  sale,  and  that  without  produc- 
ing any  warrant ;  whether  the  carts  and 
horses  were  taken  away  by  the  police 
and  the  farmers'  goods  stored  in  hotel 
yards,  the  farmers  being  prevented  from 
taking  them  out  for  sale ;  whether, 
among  others,  one  Anthony  Donnell,  of 
Maghera,  had  his  horse,  cart,  and  load 
of  fiax  seized ;  and,  whether  the  flax 
was  thrown  into  the  vard  of  Miss 
Hegarty's  hotel,  the  District  Inspector 
refusing  to  allow  the  owner  to  take  it  to 
the  market  place,  only  50  yards  distant ; 
if  so,  whether  this  was  done  with  the 
sanction  of  the  Authorities,  and  under 
what  instructions  or  by  what  right  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDEE 
SECEETAEY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  On  the  27th  of  January  the  police 
at  Letterkenny  seized  for  the  Military 
Authorities  five  carts  and  horses,  two 
only  of  which  belonged  to  farmers  of 
the  district,  who  had  brought  them  to 
market  with  produce  for  sale.  The  pro- 
duce consisted  of  flax  and  shrubs.  It  is 
not  the  case  that  this  was  done  without 
producing  any  warrant.  The  police 
both  produced  and  read  the  warrant  to 
the  parties  before  the  seizures  were 
made.  No  man  of  the  name  of  Anthony 
Donnell  appears  to  have  had  his  horse, 
cart,  or  load  of  flax  seized.  In  the  caso 
of  the  carts  that  were  seized,  the  District 
Inspector  several  times  requested  the 
owners  to  remove  the  loads,  or  take  them 
to  any  place  in  the  town  they  desired. 
This  they  would  not  do.  He  therefore 
caused  the  loads  to  be  removed  and. 
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placed  in  a  dry  bouse,  the  owners  being 
told  they  could  have  their  goods  at  any 
time.  The  owners  subsequently  re- 
moved them. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther the  Police  Authorities  in  Donegal 
had  previous  to  tho  27th  of  January 
last,  in  accordance  with  section  114,  sub- 
section (2),  caused  to  be  kept  at  some 
convenient  place,  and  open  for  inspection 
at  all  reasonable  times,  a  list  of  persons 
liable  to  furnish  carriages  and  animals 
under  the  Army  Act,  1881 ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  orders  given  by  constables  for 
furnishing  carriages  and  animals  have 
been  made  from  such  list  in  regular 
rotation,  in  accordance  with  sub- section 
(3)  of  the  same  section  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  he  might  answer  both  paragraphs 
of  the  Question  in  the  afHrmative. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  in 
January  last  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  by 
Order,  distinctly  stating  that  a  case  of 
emergency  existed,  and  signified  by  him 
or  the  Under  Secretary,  authorized  any 
Field  Officer  commanding  the  Forces  in 
County  Donegal  to  issue  a  requisition 
of  emergency;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
will  lay  a  Copy  of  such  Order  upon  the 
Table ;  whether  the  officer  so  autho- 
rized issued  such  requisition  ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  ho  will  lay  a  Copy  of  the  same 
upon  the  Table ;  and,  whether  a  Justice 
of  the  Peace  on  such  requisition  issued 
his  warrant  for  the  provision  of  carriages 
and  animals  ? 

Tub  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Lord  Lieutenant  did  in 
January  last  issue  an  Emergency  Order, 
signified  by  the  Under  Secretary,  autho- 
rizing the  issue  of  a  requisition  of  emer- 
gency by  tho  General  Officer  command- 
ing the  Forces  in  County  Donegal.  Tho 
officer  so  authorized  did  issue  such  re- 
quisition. The  Government  do  not  see 
that,  as  a  matter  of  practice,  any  public 
purpose  would  be  served  by  laying  a 
Copy  of  those  documents  upon  the  Table, 
the  terms  of  which  will  be  found  in  tho 
115th  section  of  the  Army  Act  of  1881. 
A    Justice  of  the   Peace  did  issue  a 
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warrant  on  such  requisition  for  the  pro« 
vision  of  carriages  and  animals. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR :  Will 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
say  whether  the  requisition  and  warrant 
in  question  were  issued  before  or  after 
the  seizure  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  Be- 
fore. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  Whether  Colonel  Kinloch,  in 
command  of  the  60th  RiQes  in  Donegal, 
in  January  last,  some  days  after  the 
seizure  of  a  number  of  carts  and  horses 
in  and  about  Letterkenny  for  the  con- 
veyance of  the  military  to  Dunfanaghy, 
between  20  and  30  miles  away,  sent 
word  to  the  owners  that  their  vehicles 
and  animals  were  at  stabling  in  Dun- 
fanaghy, and  that  after  one  day  from 
the  date  of  his  communication  they 
would  remain  at  livery,  subject  to  the 
owners'  risk,  and  to  payment  by  them 
of  the  charges  for  keep ;  whether  this  is 
a  proper  discharge  according  to  the  offi- 
cial interpretation  of  the  Army  Act ;  and, 
what  amount  of  compensation  or  hire 
was  paid  to  Anthony  Donnell,  of  Mag- 
hera,  in  respect  of  his  vehicle  and  horses 
seized  on  the  occasion  referred  to  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Homcastle): 
Horses  and  carts  were  impressed  for  the 
conveyance  of  baggage  to  Dunfanaghy 
in  January  last.  Several  of  the  drivers 
absconded  en  route,  and  their  carts  and 
horses  were  driven  to  Dunfanaghy  by 
soldiers.  As  soon  as  the  officer  com- 
manding found  that  the  oarts  were  no 
longer  required  he  sent  word  to  the 
owners  that  they  could  take  them  away; 
and  that  if  they  failed  to  do  bo  the 
animals  would  stand  at  livery  at  the 
owners'  risk  and  expense.  A  compensa- 
tion was  paid  to  those  drivers  who 
accompanied  their  carts.  As  the  drivers 
—the  owners'  servants  —  yoluntarily 
abandoned  their  employers'  horses  and 
vehicles,  I  am  advised  that  the  course 
taken  by  Colonel  Kinloch  would  be 
considered  a  reasonable  discharge  by  a 
County  Court  Judge  acting  under  sec- 
tion 115  (4)  of  tho  Army  Act.  Anthony 
Donnell  was,  on  the  2nd  of  February 
last,  paid  11«.,  being  at  the  rate  of  \4. 
per  cwt.  per  mile,  going  and  returning. 
As  the  driver  abandoned  the  cart  at 
Letterkenny  no  compensation  for  deten* 
tion  was  paid  to  him. 
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THEATRES  BILL—LEGTSLATION— THE 
FIRE  AT  OPORTO. 

Mb.  DIXON-HAETLAND  (Middle- 
sex,  Uxbridge)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther, having  regard  to  the  destruction  of 
another  theatre  by  fire  at  Oporto,  where 
a  great  number  of  lives  have  been  lost, 
he  can  state  when  it  is  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty^s  Government  to  introduce 
their  Theatres  Bill,  to  diminish,  as  much 
as  possible,  the  risk  of  such  accidents  in 
England  ? 

!faB  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  The 
Government  have  decided  not  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  on  this  subject. 

Mr.  DIXON- HARTLAND  inquired 
whether,  that  being  so,  the  Government 
would  no  longer  continue  to  block  his 
Bill. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  can  give  no 
undertaking  to  my  hon.  Friend  on  this 
subject. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL 
—PRODUCTION  OF  STOCK  CERTIFI- 
CATES. 

Mr.  DIXON-HARTLAND  (Middle- 
sex,  Uxbridge)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  has  seen 
the  notice  issued  by  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land requiring  all  holders  of  Three  per 
Cent  Stock,  Consols,  and  Reduced 
Three  per  Cents,  to  lodge  their  Stock 
certificate  by  a  certain  day,  whether 
they  dissent  or  assent ;  whether  he  is 
aware  that  the  production  of  such  certifi- 
cates has  never  been  usual  when  Stock 
has  been  sold  or  transferred,  but  simply 
identification  of  the  party  by  a  broker, 
and  that  such  Stock  certificates,  being 
looked  on  as  valueless,  are  often  put 
away  with  papers  ;  and,  if  he  will  con- 
sider whether  it  may  not  prevent  many 
persons  expressing  their  wishes,  if  they 
cannot  do  so  except  by  production  of 
sach  receipts  ? 

ThbCHANCELLORofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man's Question  is  based  on  a  miscon- 
ception. The  notice  only  applies  to 
Stock  certificates  to  bearer,  which  con- 
stitate  the  solo  title  to  the  Stock  to 
which  they  refer,  and  not,  as  ho  appears 
to  think,  to  Stock  receipts,  which  are 
given  when  inscribed  Stock  is  trans- 
ferred, and  which  have  no  negotiable 
value. 


IRELAND  —  REGISTRY      OP      DEEDS 
OFFICE,  DUBLIN. 

Mr.  CRILLY  (Mayo,  N.)  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
Report  of  the  Treasury  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  system  and 
procedure  of  the  Registry  of  Deeds 
Office,  Dublin,  and  dated  the  22nd  of 
December,  1885,  has  been  considered 
by  the  Treasury ;  whether  the  Report 
contains  certain  recommendations  for  the 
simplification  of  the  existing  system, 
which  will  reduce  the  cost  of  transacting 
the  business  of  the  Office ;  and,  what 
steps  are  being  taken  by  the  Treasury 
towards  giving  effect  to  these  recom- 
mendations ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  I  am  informed  that  a  Bill 
is  being  prepared,  and  will  be  intro- 
duced after  the  Easter  holidays,  giving 
effect  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  which  inquired  into  the 
registration  of  deeds  in  Ireland  in  the 
autumn  of  1885. 

WAR  OFFICE  (ORDNANCE  DEPART- 
MENT) -ROYAL  SMALL  ARMS  FAC- 
TORY, ENFIELD. 

Mb.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green,  N.E.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  it  is  true  that  a  number  of  men 
are  again  working  overtime  at  the 
Royal  Small  Arms  Factory  at  Enfield  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  state  the 
reasons  for  an  increase  of  such  over- 
time? 

The  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Bbodrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said  : 
About  120  men  worked  10  hours  a-week 
overtime  for  six  weeks  from  February  1 
at  the  Royal  Small  Arms  Factory,  En- 
field, for  the  purpose  of  starting  the 
manufacture  of  the  trial  order  of  350 
magazine  rifies. 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  (METROPOLIS)— 
BETHNAL  GREEN. 

Mr.  HOWELL  (Bethnal  Green.  N.E.) 
asked  the  Presidont  of  the  Local  Qo- 
vornmont  Board,  When  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  who  held  an  inquiry 
into  the  sanitary  condition  of  Bethnal 
Green  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
this  House  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  (who 
replied)  said,   the    Report   had    been 
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received,    and  "would    be    laid    before 
Parliament  at  once. 

ARMY  MEDICAL  STAFF  CORPS- 
RECRUITS. 

Dr.  TANNEE  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  it  is  a 
fact  that  a  Geneial  Order  has  recently 
been  issued  to  officers  of  the  Army 
Medical  Staff  Corps  restricting  the 
height  of  recruits  for  the  Corps  to  the 
minimum  of  5  feet  3  inches ;  whether 
an  important  portion  of  the  duty  allo- 
cated to  the  men  of  the  said  Corps  is  to 
act  as  litter  bearers  for  the  purpose  of 
carrying  the  wounded  men  out  of  action; 
and,  what  was  the  previous  minimum 
standard  of  height  for  recruits  ? 

The  SECKETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  SxANHorE)  (Lincolnshire^Horncastle): 
The  standard  of  height  of  recruits  for 
all  the  Departmental  Corps  has  been 
fixed  at  from  5  feet  3  inches  to  5  feet 
5  inches.  The  object  of  this  restriction 
is  to  tap,  for  these  non-combatant  corps, 
a  stratum  of  the  population  of  good  and 
often  powerful  physique.  It  is  not  ap- 
prehended that  there  will  be  any  diffi- 
culty as  to  bearers.  The  previous  mini- 
mum height  was  5  feet  4  inches. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  BILL 
-CHARITY  TRUSTEES. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (Wigan)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Whether  he  will  be  prepared  to  state 
before  the  Recess  what  time  will  be 
given  to  the  Trustees  of  Charities,  under 
Eogulationg  to  be  issued  by  the  Trea- 
sury, within  "which  they  may  express 
their  dissent  from  the  conversion  of 
Stock,  should  they  desire  in  any  case  to 
dissent  ? 

The  CHANCELLORoftiieEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goscuen)  (St.  George*s, 
Hanover  Square) :  As  regards  the  New 
Threes  no  Regulations  need  be  laid  down 
by  the  Treasury,  for  the  7th  clause  of 
the  Bill  provides  that  dissent  must  be 
signified  by  the  Official  Trustees  of 
Charitable  Eunds  at  the  request  of  the 
Trustees  or  persons  acting  in  tho  ad- 
ministration of  the  Charity  to  which  the 
Stock  belongs,  if  at  all,  on  or  before  the 
12th  of  April  next.  As  regards  Consols 
and  Reduced  Threes,  the  Regulations 
will  fix  Jui2e  1  as  the  latest  date  by 
which  assents  may  be  sent  in  in  respect 
of  Charitable  Trusts  ;  but  power  will  be 
reserved  to  treat  exceptional  cases  ex- 
ceptionally. 

Mr.  MuUhews 


IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— SUB-COM- 
MISSION IN  TRALEE— MRS.  BEHANE. 

Mr.    .EDWARD     HARRINGTON 

(Kerry,  W.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Why 
the  case  of  Mrs.  Behane,  BallymaoaquiiL 
Dorney,  County  Kerry,  entered  for 
hearing  in  September  last,  does  not  ap- 
pear on  the  list  of  cases  to  be  heard 
before  the  next  Sub-Commission  sitting 
in  Tralee,  though,  other  eases  from  the 
same  townland  and  on  the  same  property 
entered  at  the  same  time  are  listed  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Habmak) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  Land  Commissioners  informed 
him  that  tho  cases  listed  at  the  next 
sittings  at  Tralee  of  the  Land  Sub- Com- 
mission will  be  confined  to  applications 
received  up  to  the  27th  of  November, 
which  embraced  already  as  many  cases 
as  the  Sub-Commission  oould  be  reason- 
ably expected  to  get  through.  The 
originating  notice  in  the  case  of  Mrs. 
Behane  was  not  received  until  the  29th  of 
December,  after  the  list  of  cases  had 
been  fixed  for  the  next  sittings,  and, 
therefore,  could  not  appear  in  the  pre- 
sent list. 

ADMIRALTY— H.M.S.  "  WASP." 
Mr.  GOURLEY  (Sunderland)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  it 
is  correct  that  the  gunboat  Wasp,  de- 
signed and  built  with  very  high  bul- 
warks, was  sent  to  sea  with  deok  ports 
insufficient  for  the  escape  (when  break- 
ing on  board)  of  heavy  seas  from  the 
decks;  whether  this  defeot  has  been 
rectified  in  gunboats  of  similar  type; 
and,  by  whose  instructions  a  vessel  con- 
structed primarily  for  inshore  and  river 
service  was  sent  to  sea  during  the 
typhoon  season? 

Tub  FIRST  LORD  (Lord  Geobob 
Hamilton)  (Middlesex,  EaJing):  No; 
the  freeing  scuttles  of  the  Wasp  were 
exceptionally  numerous,  and  of  a  largo 
relative  area.  On  the  suggestion  of  the 
naval  officers  at  the  porta  where  they 
were  fitting  out,  some  additional  freeing 
scuttles  have  been  cut  in  vessela  of 
similar  type;  but  they  were  not  con- 
sidered nece&sary  for  the  safety  of  the 
vessel.  The  Watp  was  constnioted  for 
the  general  requirements  of  the  service 
at  sea,  and  to  encounter  any  weather  to 
which  she  might  have  been  exposed; 
and  not,  as  the  hon.  Member  impliesi 
I  for  river  service. 
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POST  OFFICE-RATES  FOR  HE-POSTED 
AUSTRALIAN  AND  COLONIAL  NEWS- 
PAPERS. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEA.TON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Poetmaatec  General,  Is 
he  Bwu-e  that  any  Australian  or  other 
Colonial  newspaper  that  is  posted  direct 
from  the  Colonies  to  England  at  a  cost 
of  Id.  postage  is,  if  re-postcd  in  thia 
couatry,  charged  double  tbo  rates  fixed 
for  English  newspapers,  and  that  these 
Australian  newspapers  are  stamped 
"Foreign,"  and  a  further  charge  is 
made  by  the  English  Post  Office  if  these 
newapapers  are  posted  without  the 
double  les  ? 

ThbPOSTMASTERGENEEAL  (Mr. 
BuKEs)  (Cambridge  University) :  1 
have  to  state  that  a  Colonial  nesvspaper 
re-directed  to  the  same  person,  but  at 
another  address,  in  this  country  is,  if  it 
haa  not  been  opened,  not  charged  for 
re-direotion ;  but  if  re-posted  to  another 
person  it  is  liable  to  the  book  rate  of 

rtage,  as  the  privilege  rate  conferred 
the  Newspaper  Act  of  1870  applies 
only  to  oewspapere  printed  and  published 
in  this  country.  Maoy  Colonial  news- 
papera  do  not,  I  believe,  exceed  two 
ounces  in  weight,  in  which  case  the  pre- 
paid book  rate  would  be  ^d.  only. 

POST  OFFICE -POSTAGE  FEOSr  DELA- 
GOA  BAY  —  SURCHARGES  BY  THE 
CAFE  POST  OFFICE. 
Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
t«rbary)  asked  the  Postmaster  General, 
Is  he  aware  that,  notwithstanding  the 
faet  that  the  postage  from  here  to 
DelBgoa  Bay,  East  Africa,  is  id.  and  5d. 
accoraing  to  the  route,  yet  letters 
posted  at  Delagoa  Bay  to  England, 
beario^  tbo  full  rate  in  Mozambique 
posti^e  stamps,  are  surcharged  the  full  I 
rates  from  the  Cape,  through  having  to  | 
pass  through  the  Cape  Post  Office,  and  i 
•re,  in  fact,  treated  as  unpaid  letters  at 
Cape  Town ;  has  his  attention  been  < 
eslled  to  the  matter  by  the  Secretary  of  , 
the  Post  Office,  and  to  a  letter,  signed 
A.  Blackwood,  registered  No.  1,782, 
dated  16th  March,  1668;  and,  has  he 
taken  aotion  to  remedy  the  grievanoe 
complained  of,  considering  the  rapid 
advance  being  made  by  England  in 
Uozambique  territory  through  the 
Delaffoa  Bay  Railway  ? 

Thb  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
BuKss)  (Cambridge  University] :  The 
ifttes  of  postaf^e  on  letters  sent  hence  to 


Delagoa  Bay  are  those  stated  by  the  hon. 
Uember.  I  am  aware  that  letters  posted 
at  Delagoa  Bay  for  England  which  have 
been  transmitted  through  the  Cape  Co- 
lony, although  bearing  the  Mozambique 
postage  stamp,  have  been  surcharged 
by  the  Cape  Post  OfRce,  for  the  reason 
that  no  part  of  the  postage  represented 
by  the  foreign  stamps  was  accounted 
For  to  the  Cape  Post  Office  for  the  duty 
-imposed  upon  it  of  carrying  the  Utters 
through  tho  Colony  to  Cape  Town  and 
thence  by  packet  to  England.  Tho  in- 
convenience has  arisen  through  the 
sction  of  the  Delagoa  Bay  Post  Office  in 
sending  its  letters  through  the  Cape 
Ooloay  without  preconcerted  arrange- 
ment. The  matter  has  lately  formed 
the  subject  of  correspondence  between 
the  Imperial  and  Colonial  Post  Offices, 
and  I  have  no  doubt  wiU_be  satisfactorily 
arranged. 

WAK  OFFICE— SERGEANT  INSTRUC 
TOR  J.  ELLIOTT. 
Mb.  BERNARD  COLERIDGE  (Shef - 
Seld,  Attercliffe)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  Sergeant  Instruc- 
tor J.  Elliott,  after  1 8  years'  service  as  a 
First  Class  Sergeant  Instructor,  and  12 
j'ears'  service  in  tho  Rifle  Brigade,  on 
the  6th  of  July,  1686,  applied  for  his 
disoharge  from  the  1st  Cinque  Porta 
R.T.C.,  and  also  for  leave  of  absence ; 
whether,  by  Battalion  Orders,  dated  3rd 
July,  1866,  and  signed  by  Major 
0.  n.  W.  Cafe,  Adjutant  of  the  Ist 
Cinque  Ports  R.V.O.,  the  discharge  cer- 
tificate of  Sergeant  Elliott  was  confirmed 
for  the  6th  of  July,  and  whether  by  the 
same  Orders  he  was  struck  off  the 
strength  of  the  Battalion  from  the  7th  of 
July  ;  whether  on  hia  return  from  leave 
of  absence,  and  after  his  discharge  had 
been  received,  he  was,  on  the  16th  of 
July,  placed  under  arrest  and  deprived 
of  his  pay,  until  he  threatened  to  go 
with  his  wife  and  family  to  tho  work- 
'  house  ;  and  whether  the  reason  alleged 
,  was  because  he  refused  to  make  him- 
self responsible  for  irregularities  in  the 
.  matter  of  recording  drills  committed  by  a 
I  sergeant  appointed  to  do Lisdutiesduring 
his  absence ;  whether  the  War  Office 
received  a  letter  from  Sergeant  Elliott, 
dated  tho  14lh  of  July,  1886,  Ticohurst, 
.  and  addressed  to  the  Adjutant  General, 
:  War  Office,  London,  and  whether  tho 
j  War  Office,  in  consequence  of  the  said 
letter,  gave  any,  and  what,  instraotions 
in  the  matter ;  whether,  on  the  23rd  of 
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July,  1886,  Major  Cafe  cancelled  the 
discharge  of  Sergeant  Elliott,  and  whe- 
ther that  was  done  in  order  to  attempt 
to  justify  his  arrest,  and  by  whose 
orders,  and  on  what  authority,  the 
discharge  was  cancelled;  and,  whether 
Sergeant  Elliott  was  subsequently  dis- 
charged a  second  time,  and  whether 
any,  and  what,  redress  will  be  made 
for  the  placing  under  arrest  and  de- 
priving of  his  pay  under  the  above 
circumstances  of  a  man  over  whom  the 
Military  Authorities  had  at  the  time  no 
authority  ? 

The  SEORETAKY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincoln8hire,Homcastle): 
Sergeant  Instructor  Elliott,  of  the  Ist 
Cinque  Ports  R.V.C.,  did  apply  for  his 
discharge  and  also  for  leave  of  absence. 
Ilis  discharge  was  confirmed  for  the  6th 
of  July,  and  he  was  ordered  to  be  struck 
oflF  the  strength  from  the  7th.  On  the 
6th  of  July,  however,  before  his  discharge 
had  been  completed  by  handing  to  him 
his  parchment  certificate — and  I  may 
say  that  a  soldier  remains  subject  to 
military  law  till  he  receives  his  parch- 
ment certificate — he  was  ordered  to  fill 
up  and  complete  his  drill  attendance 
book.  This  he  refused  to  do,  and,  con- 
sequently, his  discbarge  was  suspended, 
and  the  matter  reported  to  the  General 
Officer  commanding  the  District,  who, 
on  July  16,  placed  him  under  arrest 
and  cancelled  the  order  for  his  dis- 
charge. Sergeant  Elliott  subseqently 
expressed  in  writing  his  regret  for  his 
disobedience  of  orders,  and  begged  his 
Commanding  Officer  to  take  a  lenient 
view  of  bis  case  for  the  sake  of  his 
wife  and  family,  and  in  consideration  of 
his  long  service.  The  General  Officer 
commanding  the  District  accepted  this 
expression  of  regret,  ordered  his  release 
from  arrest,  and  approved  of  his  dis- 
charge. A  letter  from  Sergeant  Elliott, 
dated  the  14th  of  July,  was  roceived  at 
the  War  Office,  and  an  inquiry  into  the 
case  was  at  once  instituted. 

PRISONS  (SCOTLAND)  —  FIRST  -  CLASS 
PRISONS— SALARIES  OF  PRINCIPAL 
CHAPLAINS. 

Mr.  CEAIG  SELLAR  (Lanarkshire, 
Partick)  asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  If  it 
is  a  fact  that  the  principal  chaplains  at 
the  three  first-class  prisons  in  Scotland 
— namely,  Perth,  Glasgow,  and  Bar- 
bimio — are  paid  salaries  at  a  lower  rate 
than  the  assistant  chaplains  in  England ; 

Mr*  Sernard  Coleridge 


and,  f  so,  whether  he  can  give  any  ex 
planation  of  this  anomaly  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  tor 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertsok) 
(Bute)  (who  replied)  said,  it  was  not 
the  case  that  assistant  chaplains  in  the 
ordinary  prisons  in  England  receiTed 
more  than  the  principal  chaplains  in 
the  first-class  prisons  m  Scotland;  but 
the  assistant  chaplains  in  convict  pri- 
sons in  England  started  at  a  higher 
rate  than  chaplains  of  those  prisons  in 
Scotland  which  were  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Member,  and  rose  to  the  same  rate 
— namely,  £300.  As  there  were  at  pre- 
sent no  purely  convict  prisons  in  Soot- 
land,  there  was  no  such  anomaly  as  was 
suggested  in  the  latter  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion. 

Mr.  CRAIG  SELLAR  gave  Notice 
that  he  would  call  attention  to  this 
matter  on  the  Civil  Service  Estimates. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithness)  asked,  if  it 
was  not  the  case  that  the  assistant  chap- 
lains in  England  began  at  £250,  while 
the  chaplains  in  Scotland  began  with 
£200? 

Mr.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  said,  he 
believed  that  was  the  case. 

LAND  PURCHASE  (IRELAND)  ACT,  1885 
—SALE  OF  THE  MARQUESS  OF  LON- 
DONDERRY'S  ESTATES. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 
clifFe)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether,  in  view  of  the  letter 
from  the  Marquess  of  Londonderry, 
dated  20th  February,  1888,  to  his  ten- 
ants in  County  Down,  urging  them 
to  purchase  their  holdings  from  him 
''  at  20  years'  purchase  of  their  present 
rent,"  and  the  fact  that  none  of  the 
applications  for  fair  rents  from  the 
Marquess  of  Londonderry's  tenants  have 
been  entered  for  hearing  at  the  sitting 
of  the  Land  Court  in  that  district  in  May 
next,  he  will  take  care  that  no  loan  of 
public  money  is  sanctioned  to  complete 
purchases  to  which  the  Marqness  of 
Londonderry's  tenants  may  be  indnieed 
to  agree  until  a  full  opportunity  has 
been  afforded  them  of  having  their 
applications  heard  and  fair  rents  judi- 
oially  decreed  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said :  The  Land  Commissionen 
inform  me  that  no  application  for 
advances  on  the  Marqness  of  London- 
derry's estate  baye  }feen  receired.    It 
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has  always  been  the  practice  of  the  Land 
Commissioners  that  whenever  an  agree- 
ment for  sale  is  signed  by  a  tenant  and 
has  been  lodged,  they  satisfy  themselves 
of  the  security,  and  provisionally  sanc< 
tion  the  advance,  to  allow  the  tenant  a 
month  from  the  date  of  such  sanction, 
in  which  he  may  apply  to  stay  proceed- 
ings. The  views  and  practice  of  the 
Liand  Commissioners  in  such  cases  were 
fully  explained  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  Tuesday  last,  in  answer 
to  a  Question  from  the  hon.  Member. 

SCOTCH  FISHERIES -LEGISLATION. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  Scotch  Fisheries 
during  the  present  Session,  and,  in 
particular,  whether  it  is  intended  by 
Go?emment  to  bring  in  any  measure 
dealing  with  the  question  of  trawling 
and  mussel  beds ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
opportunity  will  be  given  to  private 
Members  who  have  Bills  before  the 
House  dealing  with  the  questions  re- 
ferred to  ? 

Thb  solicitor  general  for 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson) 
(Bute)  (who  replied)  said  :  The  Govern- 
ment intend  to  introduce  a  Bill  dealing 
with  salmon  fisheries  in  Scotland ;  but  if 
the  hon.  Member  referred  only  to  sea 
fisheries,  and  particularly  to  trawling 
and  mussel  beds,  the  Government  do  not 
propose  to  introduce  a  Bill  dealing  with 
those  matters,  although  inquiry  has  been, 
and  is  being,  made  into  them.  As  re- 
gards the  last  part  of  the  Question,  the 
opportunity  of  discussing  proposals  of 
priTate  matters  must  depend  on  the 
time  at  the  disposal  of  the  House ;  but 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  desires  to  address 
any  further  inquiry,  it  should  be  to  the 
Leader  of  the  House. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  (Elgin  and  Nairn) 
asked,  if  the  Government  had  asked  the 
Scotch  Fishery  Board  to  express  their 
opinion  as  to  whether  further  legislation 
was  desirable  ? 

Mb.  J.  P.  B.  ROBERTSON  asked 
that  Notice  be  given  of  the  Question. 

UlW   and   JUSTICE    (ENGLAND   AND 
WALES) -THE  BATH  MAGISTRATES. 

Mb.  HANDEL  OOSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  attention 
baa  been  called  to  a  deoisiou  of  the  Bath 


Magistrates  given  last  Monday  (19th 
March)  in  which  a  man  named  John 
Sartoris  was  sent  to  prison  for  one 
month  for  cutting  and  carrying  away 
two  hazel  sticks,  the  value  of  which 
could  not  be  more  than  2d, ;  whether  he 
will  require  the  depositions  in  the  case 
to  be  sent  to  him  ;  and,  whether  he  will 
take  the  case  into  his  consideration  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)(in  reply) 
said,  he  had  received  a  Report  from  the 
Magistrates  on  this  case,  and  he  had  re- 
ceived the  depositions,  which  showed  that 
the  man  had  stolen  two  saplings  of  three 
years'  growth,  valued  at  U.,  out  of  an 
enclosed  private  garden,  thus  spoiling  a 
row  of  trees.  There  were  no  less  than 
22  convictions  against  the  prisoner, 
several  of  them  for  similar  offences. 
Certainly  he  did  not  consider  it  a  case  in 
which  to  interfere  with  the  sentence. 

DOG  LICENCE— OFFICERS  OF  IN- 
LAND REVENUE. 

Db.  tanner  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
officers  of  Inland  Revenue  are  per- 
mitted to  keep  dogs  without  paying  a 
licence  ;  and,  whether  an  Inland  Reve- 
nue officer  is  acting  within  his  legal 
right  in  so  doing  ? 

The  secretary  (Mr.  Jackson) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  answer  is,  No,  Sir. 

FISHERY  PIERS  AND  HARBOURS  (IRE- 
LAND)-PIER  AT  ROSSCARBERY. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  is  the  esti- 
mated cost  of  the  new  pier  at  Ross- 
carbery,  County  Cork ;  whether  the 
work  is  completed ;  what  was  the  term 
fixed  by  contract  for  its  completion ; 
for  how  many  years  has  the  building 
been  going  on ;  whether  the  first  severe 
storm  to  which  it  has  been  subjected 
has  severely  damaged  the  structure, 
sweeping  away  many  of  the  blocks  of 
stone  and  concrete;  and,  whether  the 
County  Surveyor  has  taken  over  the  pier 
from  the  Board  of  Works  ? 

The  secretary  to  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.) 
(who  replied)  said :  I  am  informed 
that  the  estimated  cost  of  the  pier 
referred  to  is  £4,000.  The  work 
was  commenced  in  January,  1885,  and 
the  contract  provided  for  completion  in 
November  of  that  year.    Four  blocks 
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vere  removed  and  others  damaged  by  I  work,  and  are  prepared  to  aocept  the 
the  severe  storm  of  January  last;  but  i  rotea  of  pay  gtren  for  work  of  that 
theinjuryhasbeenrepaired.  Thework  ' 
is  DOW  practically  complete,  but  has  not  i 
yet  been  transferred  to  the  county.  | 


KED  SEA  POETS-PORT  TRUST  AT 

ADEN. 

Ma.  T.  SUTHERLAND  (Greenock) 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 


U..TANNEK  (Cork  Co,  Mid)  asked    ''"''''  W1.>1  pro.p.ct  Ihora  i.  ot  tL. 


the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whethi 
Army  Medical  Officers  of  the  Ketired 
List  re-employed  will  receive  the  same 
pay,  allowaoces,  and  military  status  as 
othor  officers  of  their  rank  ;  and,  whe- 
ther their  additional  service  will  count 
for  increased  pension  when  compulsorily 
retired  by  a^o  ;  and,  if  not,  what  advan- 
tages they  will  derive  ? 

Tnu  FINANCIAL  SECRETARY, 
WAR  DEPARTMENT  (Mr.  Brodrick) 
(Surrey,  Guildford)  (who  replied)  said  : 
As  regards  pay  aad  allowances,  the  |  SCOTLAND 
Regulations  limit  the  payment  to  a 
retired  medical  oflioer  to  £I50,  in  addi- 
tion to  his  retired  pay.  As  regards 
military  status,  such  officers  are  entitled, 


early  establishment  of  a  Port  Trust  at 
Aden,  charged  with  powers  to  execute 
the  much  needed  improvements  in  that 
Port,  in  conformity  with  the  Act  reoantly 
passed  by  the  Bombay  Legislature  for 
tbis  purpose? 

Tub  UNDER  SEOEBTABT  of 
STATE  (Sir  Johw  Gosst)  (Chatham) ; 
In  reply  to  a  telegram  of  the  17th 
instant,  the  Government  of  India  have 
informed  the  Secretary  of  State  that  this 
matter  is  under  consideration. 


THE  HIGHLANDS  — THE 
FREE  CHDHCH  CONFEHENCE  AT 
UINQWALL. 

Dr.  CLARK  (Caithnese)  aaked  th« 
Lord  Advocate,  Whether  hia  attention 


under  certain  restrictiona,  to  the  rank  |  ^a,    been  called  to  the  Conference  of 


and  position   wliioh   they   held 


L  the 


Free  Church  Ministers  and  Laymen  at 


ArmyMedioal  Department  before  their!  Din        11^  ^^i„tljgg^„(g-^^^y^ 

Tpt.irflTn*fcnt       Thflw  tin   not  fVMitit   nf&rvij>0        r>   .1        TT.    11        1    ^       ■    .<       Tfc        ■    .. 


retirement.  They  do  not  couot  service 
eubsequeot  to  retirement  towards  in- 
crease of  pension. 

ADJIIRALTY— SHEERNESS  DOCKYARD 
—DISCHARGE  OF  WORKMEN. 


if  the  Highlands,  and  the  Resolutions 
passed  by  the  Conference ;  and,  whether 
the  Government  intend  doing  anything 
in  roferencn  to  the  matter  f 

The   SOLICITOR    GENERAL   pon 
SCOTLAND  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Bobbrtbot) 

KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN   (Bute)  (who  replied)  said,  the  Seoretaij 

(Kent,  Fuvorsham)  asked  the  Secretary  |  for  Scotland  had  seen  a  newspaper  report 


to  the  Admiralty,  Whether,  in  additio 


meeting  held  at  Dingwall  on  the 


e  to  be  discharged  I  S3rd  of  February,  to  which  he  presumed 
on  the  Slst  instant  from  the  Boiler  j  the  hon.  Member  referred.  Soma  of 
Making  Department  in  Slieerness  Dock-  the  matters  referred  to — such  as  fishery 
yard,  a  further  discharge  of  45  men  is  loans,  harbours,  postal  oommunieation, 
contemplated  ;  and,  whether,  since  some  &c.~had  already  been  dealt  with.  The 
oftho  men  have  worked  upwards  of  20    whole  question  of  tlie  condition  of  the 

y^^^-^i^th  ' -         ■■   '      "    " 

this 

some  of  the  iron  work  for  the  new  shipi 
to  be  constructed  to  be  done  in  the 
boiler  shops? 

The  first  LORD  ov  the  AD- 
MIRALTY (Lord  Geoboe  Hamilton) 
(Middlesex,  Ealing)  (who  replied)      ' ' 


Yard,  he  would  consider  if    crofters,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  waa pro- 
step   could  be  avoided    by  giving  ,  bably  aware,  was  engaging  the  anzioni 


attention  ot  the  Government. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMlSSlON-aUB-OOM- 

UISSIONERS  AT  WICKLOW. 

Ma.  W.  J.  CORBET  (Wicklow,  B.l 

asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lora 


Owing  to  the  falling  off  of  the  amount  \  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  he  will  inquira 
of  boiler  work  at  Sheernoss  Dockyard  a  into  the  cause  of  the  delay  in  fixing  the 
further  discharge  of  about  45  men  will  reals  of  four  tenants  of  Park  Asfaiord, 
bo  necessary.  Should  extra  hands  be  County  ^Vicklow ;  whether  it  is  true, 
required  in  the  Constructor's  Depart-  that  on  hearing  the  landlord'a  appsfd 
ment  for  work  on  shipbuilding,  con-  from  the  decision  of  the  Sub-Commis- 
siderstion  vill  be  given  to  such  of  the  sioners,  the  Chief  Commissioner  stttsd 
discharged  men  as  are  qualified  for  the  |  that  a  Court  Taluet  would  bv  sent  to 
i/r.  Jackton 
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value  the  land,  whioh  has  not  been  done ; 
and,  when  the  tenants  may  expect  to 
have  their  rents  decided  on  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Land  Commissioners  assume 
that  th^  Question  has  reference  to  four 
cases  on  the  estate  of  Mr.  Gunn  Cuning- 
hame,  whose  appeal  against  the  decision 
of  the  Sub-Commission  was  heard  by 
them  in  January  last,  and  referred  to 
two  Court  Valuers  to  report  upon.  The 
Heport  of  the  Valuers  has  been  delayed, 
in  consequence  of  the  holdings  being 
covered  with  snow  on  two  several  occa- 
sions when  they  proceeded  to  inspect. 
The  Commissioners  hope  to  be  able  to 
give  their  decision  in  these  cases  within 
the  course  of  a  few  weeks. 

SCOTLAND   —  RIOT    AT    CLASHMORE 
PARK— CASE  OF  HUGH  MATHESON. 

Db.  CAMERON  (Glasgow,  College) 
asked  the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland  has  taken  steps 
to  test  the  accuracy  of  the  five  statutory 
declarations  received  by  him  on  the  15th 
instant,  emitted  by  inhabitants  of  Clash- 
more,  testifying  that  during  the  riot  at 
Clashmore Park,  for  participation  in  which 
Hugh  Matheson  is  now  undergoing  12 
months'  imprisonment,  Matheson  was  in 
the  house  of  Hector  Mackenzie  at  a  dis- 
tance from  the  scene  of  the  riot ;  and, 
if  an  inquiry  has  been  instituted,  when 
he  expects  to  be  able  to  announce  its 
result? 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  foe 
SCOTLANP  (Mr.  J.  P.  B.  Robertson) 
(Bute)  (who  replied)  said,  inquiry  was 
being  made  into  this  matter,  and  it  was 
hoped  information  would  be  received  in 
a  few  days.  It  would  at  once  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Secretary  for  Scotland. 

SOUTH  AFRICA-NATIVE  POPULATION 

OF  NATAL. 

Db.  CLARK  (Caithness)  asked  the 
Undersecretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
Whether  it  is  an  approximately  correct 
estimate  to  place  the  Native  population 
of  Natal  at  about  400,000,  of  which 
about  150,000  are  on  Native  locations, 
50,000  on  Crown  lands,  and  200,000  on 
private  farms;  whether  the  owners  of 
private  farms  are  now,  to  a  large  extent, 
leocing  in  their  farms,  and  turning 
away  the  great  bulk  of  the  Native 
squatters ;  whether  these  squatters 
about  250,000  head  of  stock; 


YOL,  00U2UUY.    [thied  sbbies.] 


whether  troubles  have  already  occurred 
in  consequence  of  the  Natives  being 
turned  away  and  the  farms  fenced  in ; 
and,  whether  the  Government  will  place 
locations  in  Zululand  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Natal  Government,  in  order  that  the 
Native  squatters,  when  turned  off  farms, 
may  be  able  to  return  to  Zululand  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  de  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  The  hon. 
Member  is  probably  right  in  estimating 
the  present  Native  population  of  Natal 
at  400,000  ;  but  the  proportion  of  those 
living  on  private  lands  is  believed  to  be 
not  more  than  175,000,  if  so  many,  and 
to  be  less  than  that  of  those  living  on 
locations.  The  number  of  their  horned 
stock  is  probably  about  200,000.  The 
land  difHculty  to  which  the  hon.  Member 
refers  in  the  second  and  fourth  para- 
graphs of  his  Question  has  been  known 
to  exist  for  several  years ;  but  it  is  be- 
lieved that  the  difficulty  is  less  serious 
than  he  appears  to  suggest.  It  is  im« 
possible  at  present  to  say  whether  loca- 
tions could  be  found  in  Zululand  for 
Natives  wishing  to  quit  Natal ;  but  if  it 
should  hereafter  be  found  that  there  is 
a  surplus  of  land  in  Zululand  beyond 
the  requirements  of  the  Native  popula- 
tion there  would  be  no  objection  to  the 
migration  of  Natal  Natives. 

LAW    AND   POLIGE-THE   SALVATION 
ARMY  AT  CHIPPING  NORTON. 

Mr.  CATNE  (Barrow-in-Furness) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  If  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  organized  attacks 
upon  the  Salvation  Army  at  Chipping 
Norton  by  a  gang  of  persons  known 
there  by  the  name  of  the  *'  Skeleton 
Army,"  who  form  processions  behind  a 
coffin  and  attack  the  Salvationists  on 
their  way  to  their  place  of  meeting  ;  if 
he  is  aware  that  on  Saturday,  10th 
March,  a  Salvationist  named  Betteridge 
and  several  women  were  knocked  down 
and  indecently  assaulted  in  the  open 
streets,  aud  that  similar  scenes  took 
place  on  Sunday  11th  March  and  Mon- 
day 12th  March;  if  he  is  aware  that 
the  Salvation  Army  have  repeatedly 
appealed  to  the  police  for  protection, 
and  been  refused,  the  police  standing 
by  declining  to  interfere  when  called 
upon,  and  that  a  special  appeal  to 
Captain  Owen,  the  Superintendent  of 
the  County  Police,  was  made  by  the  Sal- 
vationist loaders  for  protection  against 
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the  SkcIefoD  Army  on  the  19th  insfant,  to 
which  he  replied  on  the  2Ut,  refufeing  to 
inteifere;  and,  will  he  at  once  instruct 
Captain  Owen  to  afford  to  thcee  persons 
the  protection  against  ill-treatment  ? 

The  8ECRETATIY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  re- 
ferred the  written  statement  which  the 
hon.  Memher  sent  me  on  this  suhject  to 
the  Chief  Constahle  of  Oxfordshire,  who 
informs  me  that  the  facts  therein  alleged 
are  greatly  exaggerated.  The  Super- 
intendent of  Police  at  Norton  states  that 
if  the  assaults  referred  to  have  taken 
place  it  has  not  heen  in  view  of  the 
police.  Neither  himself  nor  any  of  the 
police  under  him  have  been  asked  to 
take  anyone  into  custody.  I  do  not 
gather  from  the  letter  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable of  the  21st  instant  that  he  re- 
fused to  interfere ;  but  he  said  it  was 
not  possible  for  him  to  provide  a  police 
guard  for  the  processionists.  He  in- 
forms me  that  he  has  only  four  men  at 
Norton ;  and  ho  cannot,  without  great 
inconvenience  to  the  rest  of  the  county, 
provide  more.  If  there  is  any  ground 
for  saying  that  the  Chief  Constable  has 
been  remiss  in  his  duty,  complaint  should 
be  made  to  the  Justices  in  Quarter  Ses- 
sions, under  whose  authority  he  acts. 

INLAND  REVENUE  (EXCISE  DIVI- 
SION)—ASSISTANT  CLERKS. 

Mr.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If  there  will  be  any  examination  for  the 
position  of  assistant  clerks  in  the  Excise 
Division  of  the  Inland  Eevenue  in  May 
next,  as  usual ;  if  not,  will  ho  order 
that  candidates  who  are  within  the  limit 
of  age  at  the  usual  date  shall  be  eligible 
for  the  next  examination  whenever  it 
may  take  place  ? 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said :  No  examination  for  ad- 
mission into  the  Excise  will  be  held  in 
May  next,  as  there  will  not  bo  any 
vacancies  then  existing,  or  in  prospect, 
to  which  the  successful  candidates  at 
such  an  examination  could  bo  appointed. 
I  think  it  would  bo  extremely  undesir- 
able to  hold  examinations  when  there 
is  no  prospect  of  the  successful  candi- 
dates being  found  employment. 

ARMY    (AUXILIARY    FORCES)  —  SUB- 
MARINE MINERS,    ^lERSEi:  DIVISION. 

Mr.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 

Mr,  Caine 


If  it  is  true  that  Captain  Montgomery, 
j  of  the  1st  Cheshire  Eingineer  Volunteers, 
I  who  has  been  gazetted  Major  of  the 
;  Mersey  Division  of  the  Submarine 
Miners,  has  had  no  experience  in  sub- 
marine mining,  engineering,  or  yacht- 
ing, whilst  Captain  Beloe,  his  senior 
officer,  was  willing  to  accept  the  appoint- 
ment, and  that  Captain  Beloe  la  a  civil 
engineer  by  profession,  has  been  two 
months  at  Chatham  in  the  Submarine 
Mining  Department,  three  years  in  the 
Submarine  Mining  Service  as  a  Yolon- 
teer,  and  is  an  experienced  yachtsman ; 
and,  if  it  be  so,  would  he  explain  why 
has  Captain  Beloe  been  superseded  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  Yes,  Sir;  Captain  Montgomery, 
of  the  1st  Cheshire  Engineer  Yolunteers, 
has  been  gazetted  Major  of  the  Mersey 
Division  of  Submarine  Miners.  Captain 
Beloe  was  not  appointed  to  the  command 
of  the  corps,  because,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Commanding  Royal  Engineer  and  of 
the  General  Ofhoer  commanding  the  Nor- 
thern District,  his  appointment  would  not 
have  been  for  the  interest  of  the  Service. 

CYPRUS— THE  ANNUAL  TRIBUTE. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIQHTON  (Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry)  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
the  Government  have  received  any  com* 
munications  from  officers  who  have 
administered  the  government  of  CypraSi 
urging  that  the  inhabitants  should  be 
released  from  the  annual  Tribute  now 
paid  to  the  Governments  of  England  and 
France,  and  that  more  money  should  be 
spent  on  public  works  in  the  Island; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  such  Beports 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ?  The  hoo; 
Gentleman  also  had  the  following  Ques- 
tion on  the  Paper  :— To  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Golonies, 
Whether  it  is  true  that,  on  the  27tii 
of  December  last,  a  mass  meeting  was 
held  at  Nicosia,  the  Capital  of  Cyjpras, 
at  which  Resolutions  were  passed,  ask- 
ing for  relief  from  taxation,  and  con- 
demning the  system  under  which  an 
annual  payment  of  £99,000  was  made 
out  of  the  Taxes  to  England  and  France ; 
whether  the  Resolutions  were  ^resented 
to  the  High  Commissioner  by  tne  Arch- 
bishop for  transmission  to  the  Colonial 
Office;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  the 
Resolutions  upon  the  Table  of  the  Honse^ 
together  with  the  answer  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  ? 
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Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATIC  (Baron  Henry  de  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  Certain  pro- 
posals have,  from  time  to  time,  been 
made  by  officers  administering  the 
government  of  Cyprus  for  lightening 
the  burden  of  the  Tribute  by  commuta- 
tion, not  by  abolition.  A  larger  ex- 
penditare  on  public  works  has  been 
urged,  a«  will  be  seen  by  reference  to 
Parliamentary  Paper,  C  3,661,  of  1883; 
but  it  was  decided  by  the  then  Secretary 
of  State  that  the  annual  expenditure  on 
this  head  should  be  limited  to  £13,000. 
As  regards  the  next  Question,  meetings 
have  been  held  in  different  districts  of 
the  Island  and  Resolutions  passed  em- 
bodying the  views  of  those  present  in 
regard  to  the  state  of  affairs;  but  in 
those  Resolutions  the  question  of  the 
Tribute  and  its  present  destination  was 
not  mentioned.  There  will  be  no  ob- 
jection to  presenting  the  Correspondence; 
but  it  will  be  more  convenient  to  include 
it  in  a  collection  of  general  Correspond- 
ence relating  to  the  affairs  of  the 
Island,  which  is  in  course  of  prepara- 
tion. 

CRUELTY  TO   ANIMALS  ACT— RABBIT 

COURSING. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  alleged 
erueltiea  at  so-called  "  rabbit  coursing  " 
matches  in  enclosed  spaces,  as  set  forth 
in  correspondence  in  The  Standard  of 
the  2iBt,  22nd,  and  23rd  instant;  and, 
whether  it  has  been  held  that  such 
practices  do  not  come  within  the  Cruelty 
to  Animals  Act ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
Government  will  take  steps  to  amend 
the  Law  bo  as  to  prevent  the  continuance 
of  such  coursing  ? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr, 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  have  read  the  newspaper  corre- 
spondence to  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  referred.  A  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  certainly  appears  to 
show  that  the  facts,  as  alleged,  are  not 
an  infringement  of  the  Statute  for  the 
prevention  of  cruelty  to  animals.  It  is 
a  matter  for  consideration  whether  the 
law  can  be  amended.  Meanwhile,  I 
hope  that  public  opinion  will  be  strong 
enoogh  to  check  practices  which  cannot, 
bj  any  atretoh  of  language,  be  con- 
aidered  ''sport" 


ST.  JOHN'S  HOSPITAL  FOR  DISEASES 
OF  THE  SKIN. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  constant 
charges  in  the  public  Press  of  the  wilful 
misappropriation  of  the  funds  of  St. 
John's  Hospital  for  Diseases  of  the 
Skin ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  no  legal 
action  has  been  taken  against  any  of 
the  members  and  late  members  of  the 
Board  of  Management  making  such 
charges ;  and,  whether,  at  the  present 
time,  an  appeal  for  funds  is  being  made, 
and  their  receipt  publicly  acknowledged, 
on  behalf  of  the  Hospital ;  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  instruct  the  Public  Pro- 
secutor to  take  action  in  the  matter,  with 
a  view  to  protect  the  public  from 
possible  fraud  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
received  a  letter  from  the  authorities  of 
the  Hospital,  who  inform  me  that  an 
action  for  libel  is  now  pending,  at  their 
instance,  against  a  weekly  journal  with 
reference  to  the  charges  in  question.  It 
is  true  that  subscriptions  are  now  being 
received  and  publicly  acknowledged. 
On  the  18th  of  January  the  subscribers, 
at  a  special  general  meeting,  passed,  by 
an  overwhelming  majority,  a  vote  of 
confidence  in  the  Board  of  Management. 
I  can  discover  no  reason  which  would 
justify  interference  on  my  part. 

POST  OFFICE-THE  '*  NEWSPAPER 
TRAIN**  FOR  EDINBURail  AND 
GLASGOW. 

Mr.  M*LAGAN  (Linlithgow)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  a 
train,  known  as  the  newspaper  train, 
which  conveyed  mails  and  newspapers 
to  London  and  other  parts  of  England 
from  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow,  leaving 
those  cities  at  6  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
has  been  stopped,  because  of  the  re- 
fusal of  the  Post  OfHco  to  make  a  small 
payment,  which  would  have  enabled  the 
train  to  be  continued ;  and,  whether, 
the  train  being  stopped,  there  is  any 
Mail  Service  which  enables  letters  posted 
early  in  the  morning  in  Scotland  to  be 
delivered  the  same  day  in  London  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENEEAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  A 
train  leaving  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow 
for  the  South  at  6  a.m.,  which  I  believe 
was  largely  employed  by  the  newspaper 
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piihliflhera  for  tho  convoyanco  of  their 
train  parcels,  and  by  which  mail  bags 
■were  also  forwarded,  was  not  long  since 
discontinued  ;  and  it  is  tho  case  that  the 
Government  was  not  prepared  to  make 
such  a  payment  in  respect  to  the  mail 
service  as  would  have  secured  tho  con- 
tinuance of  the  train.  The  train  in 
question  left  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow 
too  early  to  be  generally  available  for 
loiters  posted  early  in  the  morning,  and 
its  chief  utility  was  in  conveying  letters 
posted  during  the  night.  There  is  no 
train  now  running  by  which  the  same 
facilities  can  be  afforded. 

LABOURERS'  (IRELAND)  ACT  —  LA- 
BOURERS' COTTAGES,  ARDEE  UNION. 

Mr.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S.)  asked 
tlio  Chief  Secretary  to  tho  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  is  the  cause  of 
the  delay  in  the  erection  of  the  labourers* 
cottages  in  the  Castlebellingham  Elec- 
toral Division  of  the  Ardee  Union,  in  the 
county  of  Louth,  the  scheme  for  which 
was  passed  at  the  Local  Government 
Board  Inquiry  held  in  October,  1886  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  pre- 
vent further  delay? 

Thb  paeliamentary  under 

SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  that  the  scheme  for  the  erection  of 
the  labourers'  cottages  referred  to  had 
been  duly  sanctioned  by  tho  Local  Go- 
vornment  Board,  and  had  also  come 
before  the  Privy  Council.  It  appeared, 
from  the  Minutes  of  the  Guardians,  that 
they  were  now  in  communication  with 
the  Land  Commissioners  with  a  view 
to  having  the  rent  fixed,  as  tho  lands 
were  to  be  taken  for  a  term  of  years. 

Mr.  T.  p.  gill  :  Might  I  ask  who  is 
tho  landlord  ? 

Colonel  KING- HARM  AN:  That  is 
not  on  the  Question. 

THE  MAGISTRACY  (IRELAND)— MR. 
KILKELLY,  R.M. 
Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  Captain  Walsh,  R.M., 
has  been  appointed  over  tho  head  of 
Mr.  Kilkelly,  R.M. ;  whether  Mr. 
Kilkelly  is  the  magistrate  who  refused 
to  agree  with  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  R.M.,  in 
the  severe  sentences  he  proposed  to  in- 
flict on  certain  prisoners  charged  in 
connection  with  the  Bodyke  evictions ; 
would  he  state  to  the  House  on  what 
ground  was  Mr.  Kilkelly  passed  over 
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for  promotion ;  and,  whether  the 
seniority  list  of  Resident  Magistrates 
has  not  appeared  in  the  '^  Constabulary 
List  "  for  40  years  till  this  year  ? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  Captain  Walsh  was  promoted  to 
be  a  second  class  Resident  Magistrate 
in  January  last.  As  regards  seniority, 
his  claims  were  practioally  identical  with 
those  of  Mr.  Kilkelly.  With  reference 
to  the  general  question,  and  having  no 
regard  to  the  merits  of  this  case,  I  may 
say  that  successive  Governments  havo 
laid  down  the  rule — and  it  has  been 
recognized  by  almost  every  Department 
of  the  Public  Service — that  seniority  is 
only  to  be  taken  into  account  where 
other  claims  are  equal,  and,  failing  such 
equality,  preference  is  to  be  given  to 
merit  and  capacity.  Mr.  Kilkelly  is  the 
magistrate  who  refused  to  concur  in  the 
soQtonces  referred  to.  As  to  the 
seniority  list,  it  was  merely  a  temporary 
list,  and  one  purely  for  Departmental 
purposes  ;  and  as  it  is  not  now  re- 
quired for  these  purposes  it  has  been 
discontinued. 

FORESTRY— THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London 
University)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  What  course  Her  Majesty's 
Government  propose  to  take  with  refer- 
ence to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Forestry,  which  sat 
last  year  ? 

TnE  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  not  yet 
come  to  any  decision  in  regard  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Select  Commit- 
tee, and  the  question  is  one  that  will 
have  to  be  dealt  with  by  the  Agricul- 
tural Department. 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPARTMENT- 
LEGISLATION. 

Sir  EDWARD  BIRKBEOK  (Nor- 
folk,  E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  is  able  to  state 
when  the  promised  Bill  will  be  intro- 
duced for  the  creation  of  an  independent 
Agricultural  Department  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
Bill  is  in  a  forward  state,  and  I  hope  it 
will  be  possible  to  introduce  it  ahmrtly 
after  Easter. 
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LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL— OFFICE  OF  HIGH 
SHERIFF. 

Sir  EDWAED  BIRKBEOK  (Nor- 
folk, E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether,  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  altered  circumstances  and 
the  great  changes  proposed  under  the 
Local  Government  (England  and  Wales) 
Bill,  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  in- 
troduce a  Bill  this  Session  to 'discontinue 
the  office  of  High  Sheriff  in  its  present 
form? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  A  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords  has  been 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  duties  and 
obligations  of  High  Sheriffs ;  and  the 
Government  will  await  the  Eeport  of 
that  Committee  before  they  proceed  with 
any  legislation  upon  the  question. 

PUBLIC     WORKS     AND     INDUSTRIES 
(IRELAND)  (SPECIAL  GRANT). 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  How 
much  of  the  £50,000  allotted  last  year 
to  Ireland,  as  an  equivalent  for  the 
contributions  to  local  funds  given  in 
Great  BritaiD,  has  been  spent,  or  it  is 
estimated  will  be  spent,  before  the  close 
of  the  financial  year ;  how  much  of  this 
has  been  spent  on  preliminary  surveys, 
and  how  much  in  actual  work  or  in  sub- 
eidies  to  the  owners  of  sires  ;  and,  if  the 
unexpended  balance  will  be  credited  to 
Ireland,  and  spent  on  local  works  in  the 
ensuing  year,  or,  as  in  England,  handed 
over  to  Local  Authorities  to  diminish  the 
county  cess  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Qoschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  (who  replied)  said  : 
Of  the  £50,000  voted  last  year  for  public 
works  and  industries  in  Ireland  £13,500, 
being  in  the  nature  of  grants  in  aid  of 
various  fishing,  technical,  and  agricul- 
tural schools,  and  to  the  Royal  Dublin 
Society  for  the  improvement  of  the  breed 
of  horses,  has  been  paid  over  to  the 
Institutions  entitled  to  receive  them. 
Owing  to  the  date  at  which  the  Vote 
was  taken  it  has  been  found  impossible 
to  spend  the  £6,500  provided  for  piers 
and  roads  in  Galway  and  Mayo,  and  it 
is  proposed  to  revoke  the  sum  this  year, 
as  it  must  now  be  surrendered  to  the 
Exchequer.  Of  the  £30,000  provided 
for  surveys  and  works  on  the  Shannon, 
Barrow,  and  Bann,  it  is  anticipated  that 
about  £17,000  will   have  been  spent 


by  the  3 1st  instant— namely,  £10,500 
(about)  for  works,  and  the  remainder  on 
salaries,  surveys,  and  the  preparation  of 
Bills.  The  unexpended  balance  of 
£13,000  must  be  surrendered  to  the 
Exchequer  ;  but  it  is  proposed  not  only 
to  take  a  re- Vote  for  this  amount,  but 
also  to  ask  for  a  further  sum  of  £6,500 
for  additional  works.  The  total  amount 
included  in  next  year's  Estimates  for 
this  service  represents  all  that  can  be 
usefully  spent  on  the  three  rivers  in  the 
year  without  further  legislation. 

EDUCATION  DEPAK'niENT  (SCOTLAND) 
—THE  EDUCATION  CODE,  1888. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  &c.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
considering  that  the  Scotch  Education 
Code  for  1888  was  only  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  on  the  6th  of  March, 
that  it  was  distributed  to  Members  on 
the  20th  of  March,  and  was,  therefore, 
not  received  by  any  of  the  important 
School  Boards  in  Scotland  until  the  2 1st 
of  March,  he  would,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  only  day  after  the  Easter 
holidays  when  the  subject  of  the  Code 
could  be  discussed  would  be  the  first 
day  after  the  House  met,  postpone  the 
date  of  its  coming  into  force  from  the 
6th  to  the  13th  of  April? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  received  very  short  Notice 
of  the  Question,  and  had  not  an  oppor- 
tunity of  communicating  with  the  De- 
partment ;  but  he  would  endeavour  to 
give  effect  to  the  wish  expressed  in  the 
Question  ;  and  he  had  very  little  doubt, 
unless  there  was  some  overwhelming 
Departmental  difficulty,  that  the  Code 
would  not  come  into  operation  till  the 
1 3th  of  April.  He  would  do  all  he  could 
in  the  matter. 

Me.  SINCLAIR  said,  there  was  not 
only  the  question  of  the  Code  coming  into 
operation,  but  there  was  also  the  question 
of  raising  a  discussion  in  the  House. 

Mk.  W.  H.  SMITH  pointed  out  that 
if  the  Cede  did  not  come  into  operation 
till  the  13th  there  would  be  the  greater 
interval  during  which  to  find  an  oppor- 
tunity for  discussion. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL. 

Sir  EDWAED  BIRKBECK    (Nor- 
folk,  E.)  asked  the  President  of  the  T- 
Government  Board,  Whether 
would  be  distributed  to*m 
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The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  Georfre's)  replied 
in  the  affirmative.  He  had  thought  it 
would  be  convenient  for  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  intended  leaving  town 
before  the  Bill  could  be  distributed  in 
ordinary  course  that  they  should  be  able 
to  get  copies  before  the  usual  time  of 
distribution.  He  had  made  arrange- 
ments for  a  limited  number  of  Bills  to 
be  in  the  Vote  Office  before  the  Sitting 
closed  this  evening. 

ARRANGEMENT  OF  TUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
wished  to  ask  a  Question  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  as  to  the  course  of 
Business  after  the  Eecess.  It  had  been 
stated  that  on  the  Thursday  Civil  Ser- 
vice Votes  and  ordinary  Motions  in 
Supply  would  bo  taken ;  but  he  should 
like  to  be  informed  concerning  the  Busi- 
ness that  would  bo  taken  on  Monday  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  "Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
quite  accurate  as  to  his  forecast  as  to 
Thursday,  and  the  Government  hoped 
to  be  able  to  make  progress  in  Supply 
on  that  day  and  Friday.  He  would, 
however,  state  positively  to-morrow  whe- 
ther any  Business  but  Supply  would  be 
taken  on  Monday. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) 
asked  whether  the  Vote  for  the  Admi- 
ralty Buildings  would  be  taken  on 
Thursday  after  the  House  re- assembled? 

Mr.  TV.  H.  SMITH  said,  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  defer  that  particular 
Vote.  It  would  not  be  taken  without 
sufficient  Notice. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Channixg  (North- 
ampton, E.), 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  take  the  Eailway  and 
Canal  Traffic  Bill  until  after  the  Local 
Government  (England  and  Wales)  Bill 
had  been  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  what  Business 
would  be  taken  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  We  hope  to 
move  one  or  two  unimportant  Bills  a 
stage ;  but  the  particular  Business  will 
be  the  Adjournment. 

LAND    LAW    (IRELAND)    (LAND    COM- 
MISSION) BILL. 
Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Ix>rd 


Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  pro- 
posed to  take  the  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
(Land  Commission)  Bill  on  the  Friday 
night  after  the  Eecess;  and  if  he  in- 
tended to  make  any  statement  concern- 
ing it  ? 

The  CHIEF  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  did  propose  to  do  so,  and 
also  to  make  an  explanatory  statement ; 
and  if  the  House  would  allow  him,  he 
saw  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
made  after  1 2  o'clock. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  POSTAL  UNION— 
THE  SOUTH  AFRICAN  COLONIES. 

Sib  JOHN  SWINBUENE  (Stafford- 
shire, Lichfield)  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  there  was  any  probability  of 
the  South  African  Colonies  coming  into 
the  Postal  Union  ? 

The  POSTMASTEEGENEBAL(Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University),  iu  re- 
ply, said,  ho  was  afraid  he  could  aot 
hold  out  any  hopes  in  that  direction. 
The  South  African  Colonies  had  been 
occasionally  sounded  on  the  subject ;  but 
at  present  they  did  not  see  their  way  to 
joining. 

ORDERS  OF  TEE  DAY. 

• 

WAYS    AND    MEANS  —  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT.— COMMITTEE. 

Ways  and  Means — ^nne^^i^  in  Com- 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee) 

The  CHANCELLOEoftiib  EXOHE- 
QUEE  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  Qeorge's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Mr.  Courtney,  in 
rising  to  make  the  usual  Financial  State- 
ment of  the  year,  I  feel  that  I  have  need 
of  the  special  indulgence  of  the  Honae, 
because,  as  Chancellor  of  the  Ezohequer, 
I  stand  in  a  somewhat  exceptional  posi- 
tion this  year  through  the  introduction 
of  the  Local  Government  Bill.  Gene- 
rally it  falls  to  the  lot  of  the  OhanoeUor 
of  the  Exchequer  simply  to  have  to 
consider  the  claims  of  tiie  tazpayen 
where  there  is  an  opportunity  for 
remission  of  taxation;  but  upon  tliii 
occasion  the  claims  of  the  ratepajen 
have  also  to  be  considered;  and 
I  find  that  I  have — if  I  may  use  the 
phrase — a  double  set  of  olitntt-^ 
namely,  the  taxpayers  and  the  nte- 
payers.  I  do  not  believe  there  ia  WKJ 
antagonism  of  interest  Imtweeii  tlie  Ijifk 
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Most  of  tlie  taxpayers  are  ratepayers, 
and  most  of  the  ratepayers  are  tax- 
payers, 80  I  hope  that  there  will  be  no 
jealousy  with  regard  to  the  relief  which 
may  be  extended  to  either  the  one  or 
the  other  of  those  two  classes  who  con- 
tribute equally  to  public  purposes,  al- 
though the  one  class  contribute  to  the 
Imperial  and  the  other  to  the  local 
purse.  The  ground  over  which  I  shall 
have  to  travel' is  wider,  therefore,  than 
it  usually  is ;  and  I  trust  that  on  that 
account  the  Committee  will  permit  me 
to  pass,  perhaps  with  more  rapidity 
than  in  an  ordinary  year,  over  some  of 
the  details  which  it  is  customary  for  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  submit 
on  these  occasions. 

I  commence,  as  usual,  with  making 
a  statement  in  regard  to  the  Expen- 
diture of  the  past  year,  or  rather 
the  present  year.  And  here  I  must  cer- 
tainly say  that  we  are  placed  at  some 
disadvantage,  because  the  Financial 
Statement  has  to  be  made  a  week  bo- 
fore  the  conclusion  of  the  financial 
year.  I  shall  give  the  best  estimate  I 
can  with  regard  both  to  the  Eevenue 
and  the  Expenditure  of  the  year,  and 
the  Civil  servants  who  deal  with  these 
matters  are  so  experienced  that  I  doubt 
whether  there  will  be  much  difference 
between  the  figures  which  I  shall  lay 
before  the  Committee  and  the  final 
figures  which  will  be  submitted  to  Par- 
liament. But  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  figures,  which  I  now  give,  are, 
ag  regards  the  last  week  of  the  financial 
year,  an  estimate  only. 

I  take  first  the  Exchequer  issues  for 
Expenditure,  and  hon.  Members  will  be 
able  to  compare  them  with  the  Estimates, 
if  they  will  look  to  page  2  of  the  Papers 
issued  on  this  occasion.  The  total  Ex- 
chequer issues  will  be  £27,972,000  under 
the  head  of  Consolidated  Fund  Charges, 
or  an  excess  of  about  £44,000  over  the 
Estimate.  This  excess  is  due  to  an 
issue  somewhat  beyond  what  we  put 
down  for  the  year  for  the  Localization 
of  the  Forces  Fund.  It  is  not  an  extra 
expenditure,  but  rather  an  anticipation 
of  what,  in  the  ordinary  course,  would 
Iiave  been  spent  in  1888-9,  and  it  is  a 
not  unsatisfactory  item,  because  it  brings 
our  outlay  for  this  purpose  practically 
to  an  end. 

1  will  now  go  through  the  various 
items  of  Supply.  T^  Army  expendi- 
ture will  be  £18,167,000,  as  compared 
Willi  the  total  Estimate  of  £18,394,000, 


showing  a  saving  of  £227,000.  The 
Navy  issues  will  be  £12,326,000,  show- 
ing a  saving  of  £151,000.  The  Civil 
Service  Miscellaneous  issues  will  be 
£18,210,000,  showing  a  saving  of 
£52,000  as  compared  with  the  Budget 
Estimate,  and  of  £241,000  as  compared 
with  the  total  estimated  Expenditure, 
including  the  Supplementary  Estimates. 
The  expenditure  of  the  Post  Office  will 
be  £5,403,000,  showing  a  saving  of 
£18,000.  The  expenditure  of  the  Tele- 
graph Service  will  be  £1,940,000,  show- 
ing a  saving  of  £10,000.  The  Packet 
Service  issues  will  be  £698,000,  showing 
a  saving  of  £1,000.  For  the  Customs 
and  Inland  E-evenuo  the  amount  will 
be  £2,708,000,  showing  a  saving  of 
£8,000.  For  the  total  Supply  Services 
the  amount  is  £59,452,000,  showing  a 
saving  of  £46  7,000  as  compared  with 
the  Budget  Estimate,  and  of  £656,000 
as  compared  with  the  total  estimated 
Expenditure.  The  total  Expenditure  is 
£87,424,000,  showing  a  saving,  as  com- 
pared with  the  Budget  Estimate,  of 
£423,000. 

I  trust  that  these  figures  will  not  be 
unsatisfactory  to  the  Committee.  I 
have  several  remarks  to  make  with  re- 
gard to  them.  I  do  not  propose  to  go 
into  detail  with  respect  to  the  savings 
which  we  have  secured.  I  may  state, 
with  regard  to  the  Consolidated  Fund 
Services,  that  there  has  been  a  saving 
of  about  £100,000  in  the  interest  of 
the  Unfunded  Debt,  which  saving,  of 
course,  has  gone  to  diminish  the 
Funded  Debt,  being  employed  as  £0 
much  more  money  to  pay  off  that  Debt. 
This  has  been  partly  due  to  the  low 
rate  of  interest  on  Treasury  and  Exche- 
quer Bills,  the  average  of  which  has 
been  £2  5«.  l\d.\  but  there  has  also  been 
a  saving  of  £15,000  to  which  I  should 
like  to  allude.  It  is  a  saving  which  I 
have  secured  by  watching  more  closely 
the  balances  at  the  Bank  of  England 
than  has  hitherto  been  done.  I  have 
not  thought  it  necessary  always  to  re- 
new Treasury  Bills  on  the  day  when 
they  expired  ;  but  I  have  looked  at  the 
needs  of  the  Treasury  for  the  next  week 
or  month,  and  in  that  way  I  have  kept 
down  the  balance  at  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, and  the  result  has  been  that  I 
have  been  able  to  save  £15,000,  an 
amount  which  again  goes  to  the  credit 
of  the  Sinking  Fund.  In  i\.  e  next  place, 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact  that 
there  have  been  no  Supplemental  Esti- 
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mates  this  year  for  the  Army  and  Navy ; 
and  in  no  year  since  1870  have  there  not 
been  Supplemental  Estimates  or  Votes  of 
Credit  for  the  Navy  or  the  Army,  or 
generally  for  both.  I  trust  that  in  view 
of  the  constant  charges,  which  are  levelled 
at  the  great  spending  Departments,  of 
extravagance,  and  sometimes  of  malad- 
ministration, I  may  point  to  the  fact  that 
my  two  right  hon.  Friends  at  the  head 
of  those  two  Departments  have  this 
year,  for  the  first  time  for  many  years, 
been  able  to  keep  down  tho  expenditure 
to  that  which  Parliament  intended 
should  bo  spent,  and  to  exercise  such  a 
control  that  there  have  been  none  of 
those  Supplementary  Estimates  which 
destroy  the  confidence  of  Parliament  in 
the  preparation  of  Estimates,  and  which 
also  destroy  the  chances  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  submitting  a 
successful  Budget.  Again,  I  have  to 
say  there  have  been  no  Supplemental 
Estimates  for  the  Kevonue  Departments. 
This  has  not  happened  for  the  last  20 
years.  And,  again,  the  Supplemental 
Estimates  for  the  Civil  Services  have 
been  lower  than  in  any  other  year  for  20 
years,  except  last  year.  They  have  been 
only  £208,000;  last  year  they  were 
£165,000.  Of  course,  I  do  not  include 
in  Supplemental  Estimates  the  grant  in 
aid  of  roads.  1  am  speaking  of  Supple- 
mental Estimates  in  the  ordinary  sense, 
which  are  in  excess  of  the  sums  voted 
by  Parliament.  To  sum  up,  we  have 
spent  £423,000  less  than  the  original 
Estimates,  and  £612,000  less  than  our 
original  and  Supplementary  Estimates 
taken  together. 

I  now  pass  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Bevenuo,  and  agaia  I  am  able  to  sub- 
mit a  fairly  satisfactory  account  to  the 
Committee.  I  presume  that  the  Com- 
mittee will  wish  to  have  each  separate 
head  of  Eovenue.  The  revenue  from 
Customs — and  here  again  I  may  remind 
the  Committee  that  the  revenue  for  one 
week  is  only  an  estimate — the  revenue 
from  Customs  is  £19,030,000,  or 
£30,000  more  than  the  Estimate;  but  it 
is  considerably  less  than  the  receipts  of 
last  year,  owing  to  the  reduction  of 
the  Tobacco  Duty.  The  receipts  from 
Excise  are  £25,597,000,  or  an  excess 
of  £305,000  over  tho  Estimate.  The 
Stamps  amount  to  £12,910,000,  sliow- 
ing  nn  increaeo,  on  which  I  shall  pre- 
seudy  dilate,  of  £1,182,000.  The  Land 
Tax  amounts  to  £1,050,000,  showing  a 
deficiency  of  £15,000.  Tho  House  Duty 

Mr,  Goschen 


amounts  to  £1,890,000,  showing  a  de- 
ficiency of  £30,000;  and  the  Income 
Tax  is  £14,340,000,  or  exactly  the  sum 
which  it  was  estimated  to  produce.  That 
amount  may  be  varied  slightly  in  the 
coming  week ;  but  if  there  is  any 
change  it  will  be  that  it  will  realize 
somewhat  more  than  the  Estimate.  The 
total  produce  of  taxes  is  thus  £75, 447, 000, 
showing  an  excess  over  our  Estimates 
of  £1,472,000.  Post  Office  receipts  aro 
£8,650,000,  showing  an  increase  of 
£50,000;  Telegraph  Service,  £1,950,000, 
which  is  the  exact  estimate;  Crown 
Lands  are  £390,000,  or  an  excess  of 
£20,000 ;  Interest  on  advances  for  local 
works  and  purchase  money  of  Suez 
Canal  is  £242,000,  an  excess  of  £2,000  ; 
Miscellaneous  revenue  is  £2,910,000, 
showing  a  decrease,  as  compared  with  the 
Estimate,  of  £90,000.  The  total  Non-Tax 
Eevenue  is  £14,142,000,  and  is£l8,000 
less  than  the  Estimate.  The  total  X^e- 
venue  is  £89,589,000,  being  £1,454,000 
more  than  the  estimated  Budget  re- 
ceipts. 

The  Committee  will  wish  to  have  some 
little  information  with  regard  to  some  of 
the  items  of  increase.  The  total  Esti- 
mate of  Customs  was  £19,600,000,  and 
the  receipts  I  put  down  at  £19,630,000. 
This  is  a  remarkably  close  estimate, 
looking  at  the  enormous  sum  involved. 
And,  pointing  to  that,  I  must  allude 
to  the  great  loss  which  the  State  has 
sustained  in  the  death  of  Mr.  Seldoo, 
who  was  a  most  accomplished  statis- 
tician, an  authority  on  Customs,  and 
most  conversant  with  these  matters, 
and  who  has  guided,  and  well  guided, 
many  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  in 
succession.  I  am  glad  to  recognize,  and 
I  think  it  right  that  Parliament  and  tiie 
country  should  recognize,  tho  services  of 
our  Civil  servants  in  the  groat  Depart- 
ments who  are  x^orforming  their  work  in 
comj)arativo  obscurity.  It  is  a  subject 
on  which  I  always  feel  strongly,  and  it 
is  for  that  reason  that  I  call  attention  to 
the  matter,  and  wish  to  pay  a  tribute  to 
the  memory  of  ono  who  served  us  welL 
It  is  right  that  the  little-noticed  work  of 
tho  Civil  Service  should  not  bo  forgotten 
or  undervalued.  Four  men  of  equal 
ability  leave  the  University  at  onetime. 
One  man  becomes  a  Bishop,  another  a 
Judge,  another  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
and  perhaps  a  Minister,  and  the  fourth 
becomes,  in  the  capacity  of  a  permanent 
Civil  servant,  the  mainstay,  perhaps  the 
hcad^  of  a  Department  of  tho  Stato.     He 
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enjoys  less  fame  and  less  remuneration 
than  any  of  the  others.  That  is  all  the 
more  reason  why,  where  there  is  merit 
and  ability  on  the  part  of  a  Civil  ser- 
vant similar  to  that  which  is  displayed 
in  other  careers  in  life,  that  merit  and 
ability  should  be  gratefully  recognized 
by  his  countrymen. 

Now,  I  will  say  a  very  few  words 
with  regard  to  the  smaller  differences 
in  the  Customs  revenue.  Coffee  and 
its  two  satellites,  chicory  and  cocoa, 
never  show  any  remarkable  eccentrici- 
ties. They  seldom  increase  the  Revenue 
beyond  the  Estimate.  They  are  dull 
items,  and  there  is  no  elasticity  in  them 
whatever.  Tea  is  fairly,  though  not 
remarkably,  progressive.  In  1886-7  the 
receipts  from  tea  were  £4,515,000,  and 
in  1887-8  they  were  £4,618,000,  or  an 
increase  of  £103,000.  This  is  some- 
what more  than  in  proportion  to  the 
increase  in  the  population;  but  I  can- 
not say  that  it  is  a  revenue  which 
shows  much  elasticity.  With  regard 
to  tobacco,  where  a  reduction  in  the 
duty  took  place  last  year,  the  estimated 
reduction  of  receipts  was  £515,000  ; 
but  it  has  actually  been  £595,000, 
an  excess  over  our  estimated  loss  of 
£80,000.  That  loss  has  not  been  due 
BO  much  to  any  miscalculation  of  the 
Customs  or  Inland  Bevenue,  as  to  the 
fact  that  very  considerable  delay  took 
place  in  the  voting  of  the  Budget  last 
year ;  and,  consequently,  the  Watering 
Clauses,  which  prevent  an  excess  of 
water  being  put  into  tobacco,  did  not 
oome  into  operation  till  a  later  period 
of  the  year  than  we  reckoned  for. 
When  they  did  come  into  operation, 
they  considerably  increased  the  con- 
sumption of  tobacco — that  is  to  say,  the 
individual  smoker  smoked  more  tobacco 
and  less  water  in  every  pipe  he  con- 
sumed. Since  the  1st  of  August  there 
is  a  gratifying  increase  in  the  amount 
of  unmanufactured  tobacco  cleared  of 
26,900,000  lbs.  weight  as  against 
25,900,000  lbs.  in  the  corresponding 
period  of  the  previous  year,  being  an 
increase  of  1,000,000  lbs.  Our  calcu- 
lations, therefore,  are  beginning  to  be 
justified.  The  House  will  remoraber 
that  I  defended  the  reduction  of  the 
Tobacco  Duty  on  the  ground  that  extra 
duty  had  checked  consumption.  Just 
before  tbe  duty  was  raised  in  1877 
the  oonsamption  was  1*49  lbs.  per  head 
per  annum.  In  1882  it  had  fallen  to 
1*12  lb8.  per  head,  and  it  continued  at 


about  that  point  till  last  year.  But  in 
the  last  five  months  of  last  year,  when 
the  Watering  Clauses  and  the  reduction 
of  duty  came  together  into  operation, 
the  consumption  went  back  to  where  it 
stood  before  the  duty  was  raised,  and  it 
stands  now  at  1*49  lbs.  per  head  per 
annum. 

The  last  heads  of  Customs  and  Ee- 
venue  to  which  I  need  refer  are  spirits 
and  wine.  I  must  take  these  in  con- 
nection with  home-made  spirits  and 
beer,  and  treat  them  under  the  general 
head  of  drink  revenue.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  called  special  atten- 
tion to  the  falling- off  in  the  revenue 
under  this  head  some  time  ago.  In 
1876-7  the  revenue  was  £30,909,000; 
in  the  year  1887-8,  which  wo  have  just 
concluded,  it  was  £27,0 13,000,  showing 
a  fall  of  no  less  than  £3,866,000.  I 
do  not  know  whether  it  will  be  satis- 
factory to  the  Committee — it  depends 
whether  they  look  at  the  question  as 
moralists  or  as  financiers — to  know  that 
that  decline  in  the  revenue  from  drink 
has  been  arrested  during  the  last  year. 
For  the  first  time  for  many  years,  there 
has  not  been  a  decline  in  the  revenue 
from  drink— [**  The  Jubilee !  "J  There 
has  been  an  increase — a  very  consider- 
able increase — in  the  amount  derived 
from  beer ;  and  I  am  credibly  informed, 
and  I  think  that  an  hon.  Member  behind 
me  has  anticipated  the  explanation,  that 
the  great  loyal  demonstration  of  last 
year,  and  the  festivities  connected  with 
it,  did  lead  to  an  increased  consumption 
of  beer.  In  the  summer  months  of  last 
year  the  revenue  from  beer  showed  a 
very  groat  elasticity,  and  it  amounted 
for  the  whole  year  to  £8,710,000,  the 
largest  sum  ever  realized  under  this 
head.  Throughout  the  year  foreign 
spirits  were  stationary.  In  home  spirits 
the  consumption  increased,  as  compared 
with  the  Estimate,  by  £170,000.  Wine 
only  fell  off  £28,000,  whereas  wo  had 
calculated  upon  a  loss  of  £100,000. 
On  the  whole,  there  is  an  increase  of 
£300,000  over  the  Estimate  on  account 
of  the  revenue  from  drink. 

This  is,  perhaps,  a  proper  point  in 
my  Statement  to  remind  the  Commitloo 
that  consumable  articles  generally  no 
longer  yield  to  the  Revenue  what  they 
did.  In  187G-7  taxes  on  consumable 
articles  yielded  £1  6«.  Id.  per  head; 
whereas  in  1837-8  they  yielded  only 
£1  28.  3d.  per  head.     Thus  that  por- 
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tion  of  the  Eevenue  to  which  the 
great  consumiog  classes  chiefly  con- 
tribute is  a  halting  and  an  inelas- 
tic Revenue.  But  in  contrast  to  the 
c-)nsumable  articles  stands  the  next 
great  item  of  Revenue — namely,  Stamps. 
I  call  the  special  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  this  subject.  Stamps  have 
produced  in  the  present  year  under  their 
two  great  heads  of  Death  Duties  and 
general  stamps— £8, 160, 000  from  Death 
Duties,  and  £4,780,000  under  the  head 
of  general  stamps;  being  a  total  of 
£12,940,000,  or  £1,160,000  more  than 
last  year.  Now,  this  largo  item  of 
Revenue  is  contributed  mainly  by  the 
well-to-do  classes ;  and  I  must  say  that 
tho  whole  of  the  area  which  is  covered 
by  tho  Stamp  Duties  constitutes  a  very 
promising  field  for  the  fiscal  reaper.  We 
have  had  a  very  good  crop  from  it  this 
last  year ;  and  I  am  not  sure  that  the 
crop  has  reached  its  maximum,  and  that 
further  revenue  may  not  be  derived  from 
that  source. 

I  cannot  pass  away  from  this  subject 
without  saying  one  word  about  the  yield 
of  the  Probate  Duty,  which  has  shown 
such  exlraordinarj'  results  this  year.  I 
may  mention  that  it  began  to  produce 
those  extraordinary  results  just  at  the 
date  when,  in  a  premature  speech,  I  de- 
clared that  the  Death  Duties  yielded  a 
most  steady  and  average  revenue.  Since 
then  tho  Probate  Duty  has  heaped  coals 
of  fire  on  my  head  by  pouring  un- 
wontcdly  large  sums  into  the  Exche- 
quer. There  have  fallen  in  two  of 
tho  largest  estates  that  have  ever  had 
to  submit  to  the  tax,  both  of  them 
amoimting  to  upwards  of  £3,000,000 ; 
and  £3,000,000  means  a  cheque  for 
£90,000.  But  that  will  not  exhaust  tho 
revenue  from  these  estates,  because  there 
are  Legacy  Duties  to  follow,  and  which 
will  be  paid  in  the  ensuing  year.  There 
was  also  a  third  estate  of  £1,800,000. 
While  there  have  been  these  three  wind- 
falls— and  I  wish  tho  Committee  to  con- 
sider them  as  windfalls — while  we  have 
had  these  three  windfalls  in  the  present 
year,  there  have  been  only  three  estates 
of  £3,000,000  before  during  the  last  20 
years.  Then,  again,  we  have  had  a 
larger  number  of  estates  than  usual 
which  pay  Legacy  Duty  at  the  rate  of 
10  per  cent.  To  sum  up,  the  Probate 
and  Legacy  Duties  give  £7,300,000 ;  the 
Succession  Duty  gives  only  £820,000, 
and  of  that  £150,000  is  contributed  by 
settled   personalty.      This   shows   how 
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small  a  part  is  played  by  Succession 
Duty  in  the  finances  of  tho  country. 
Taking  Stamps  as  a  whole,  while,  of 
course,  it  cannot  be  inferred  that  this 
great  increase  in  the  revenue  is  ne- 
cessarily a  proof  of  growing  pros- 
perity, as  it  includes  that  which  is 
raised  from  the  Death  Duties,  yet 
there  has  been  also  a  great  increase 
in  the  revenue  from  business  stamps, 
properly  speaking.  There  is  an  increase 
of  £440,000  in  general  stamps,  and  that, 
I  think,  may  be  fairly  taken  as  a  con- 
firmation of  the  revival  of  tho  trade  of 
which  the  first  symptoms  have  begun  to 
appear.  There  has  been  a  distinct  in- 
crease in  business,  which  is  revealed  to 
us  in  part  by  the  increase  in  this  pcrtion 
of  the  Stamp  Duties. 

Of  the  Income  Tax  I  cannot  speak 
with  any  degree  of  satisfaction.  Tho 
yield  of  the  tax  pei;  penny  was 
£2,000,000  in  1884-5;  £1,980,000  in 
the  year  following;  £1.960,000  in 
1886-7;  and  it  is  £1,955,000  in  1887-8. 
Thus,  since  1884-5,  there  has  been  a 
small  decrease  from  year  to  year  in  the 
yield  of  the  penny,  instead  of  an  increase, 
as  might  have  been*  hoped.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers will  remember  that  the  Income  Tax 
is  affected  not  only  by  the  business  of 
the  year,  but  by  that  of  preceding  years, 
because  the  average  of  three  years  is 
taken  in  calculating  business  profits,  and 
we  have  been  passing  through  a  cycle  of 
unsatisfactory  years.  With  reviving  trade 
we  may  look  for  some  little  improTe- 
ment ;  but  when  I  come  to  estimate  the 
Kevonue  for  next  year  it  will  be  im- 
possible to  hope  for  any  large  increase 
of  revenue  from  this  source. 

I  will  now  sum  up  the  results  for  the 
present  year.  The  actual  Bevenuo 
is  £89,589,000 ;  the  Estimate  was 
£88,135.000;  so  that  the  excess  over 
the  Estimate  is  £1,454,000.  The  saving 
on  Expenditure  was  £422,000 ;  the  sur- 
plus for  which  I  estimated  was  £289,000 ; 
and  I  am,  therefore,  able  to  lay  before 
the  Committee  a  realized  surplus  for  the 
year  1887-8  of  £2,165,000,  the  largest 
since  1873-4. 

May  I  pause  for  a  moment  to  est* 
mine  the  efi'ect  of  these  satisfactoiy 
results  upon  our  balances?  I  began 
tho  year  with  a  balance  of  £5,950,000, 
and  I  leave  off  with  a  balance  ot 
£7,438,000-  an  increase  of  £1,488,000. 
It  is  always  necessary,  at  tuis  lime  of 
the  year,  to  have  a  large  balance  in 
hand,  looking  to  the  dividends  paymUe 


2^7        WayB  and  ]iean$-^  \    {Mabch  ^6, 1888}        Pinancial  Statement,        2t8 

in  April ;  and  I  have  a  special  reason, 
which  the  Committee  can  readily  under- 
Btand,  for  desiring  to  have  a  very  hand- 
some balance  on  March  the  31st  this 
year,  in  order  that  I  may  be  comfortably 
prepared  to  hand  over  their  sovereigns 
to  any  holders  of  the  New  Threes 
who  may  prefer  to  ask  for  £100  in 
money  rather  than  to  tako  new  Stock, 
which  now  stands  at  £100 J.  It  is  well 
to  have  a  strong  balance  to  be  able  to 
meet  such  demands  as  may  be  made 


upon  us. 

I  will  now  show  the  effect  of  the 
year's  finance  upon  the  Debt;  but  before 
doing  so  I  must  pause  for  a  moment  here 
to  revert  to  a  somewhat  technical  and 
dry  subject — namely,  the  Local  Loans 
Debt  and  the  Local  Loans  Fund  which 
I  established  last  year.  According  to 
the  system  which  I  then  ventured  to 
inaugurate,  a  special  account  was  to  be 
kept  of  what  may  be  called  the  Re- 
productive Debt  of  the  country.  It  is 
money  lent  out  to  Local  Authorities, 
against  which  the  country  receives  as 
income  the  interest  which  is  paid  by  the 
Local  Authorities.  There  will  now  be 
presented  to  Parliament,  for  the  first 
time,  a  clear  account  showing  how  much 
is  loaned,  what  is  outstanding,  what  each 
loan  costs  us,  what  we  shall  receive  in 
return,  and  what  additional  sums  we 
have  lent  in  the  course  of  the  year. 
There  will  be  a  capital  account  and  a 
revenue  account.  The  capital  account 
will  show  that  the  National  Debt  Com- 
misaioners  have  lent  during  this  year 
£3,206,000,  and  that  they  have  received 
iu  repayment  £1,906,000,  so  that  there 
ia  a  balance  of  £1,300,000  of  new  ad- 
vances. According  to  the  system  which 
we  inaugurated,  there  will  be  issued 
new  Local  Loan  Stock  against  this  sum. 
Hon.  Members  will  see  that  they  will 
now  be  able  to  watch  from  year  to 
year  how  much  we  lend  to  Local  Au- 
thorities and  how  much  we  receive 
from  them.  We  have  not  yet  been  able 
to  make  up  our  final  statement,  because 
we  have  felt  it  our  duty  to  see  what 
bad  debts  have  been  incurred  in  the 
ooiine  of  the  present  year.  This  is  a 
contingency  we  ought  always  to  re- 
member, and  which  ought  always  to 
be  brought  home  to  Parliament.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  we  have  in 
the  past  too  much  encouraged  the 
idea  that  if  there  is  a  margin  between 
the  rate  of  interest  at  which  we  lend  and 
the  rate  of  interest  we  receive,  the  trans- 


actions are  necessarily  profitable.  I  now 
come  to  the  Revenue  account.  "We  havo 
received  as  interest  on  loans  £1,258,000  ; 
we  have  paid  as  interest  on  Local  Loans 
Stock  and  on  Short  Loans  £1,033,000; 
and  that  shows  a  surplus  of  £225,000, 
which  is  to  be  charged  with  that  restitu- 
tion annuity  of  £130,000  which  was 
established  by  the  Local  Loans  Bill — 
an  annuity  which  is  to  restore  the  arrears 
which  were  lost  before  these  transactions 
began.  In  former  years,  the  Committee 
will  remember,  £4,000,000  had  been 
lost  by  bad  debts,  and  before  we  can  say 
that  this  banking  business,  as  we  may 
call  it,  is  remunerative,  we  must  restore, 
even  if  it  be  by  degrees,  the  £4,000,000 
we  havo  lost.  The  figures  leave  a  sur- 
plus of  £95,000,  but  from  that  the  ex- 
pense of  the  lending  departments  ought 
to  be  deducted ;  and  that  leaves  a 
balance  of  about  £50,000,  for  what  may 
be  practically  regarded  as  a  Sinking 
Fund,  against  which  we  have  to  set  off 
some  bad  debts  incurred  in  the  year.  I 
am  not  aware  of  any  large  amounts,  but 
there  are  one  or  two  small  amounts,  and 
a  Vote  will  have  to  be  taken  to  wipe 
them  out.  In  that  way  it  will  be  brought 
home  to  the  House  where  the  money  is 
lost,  how  it  is  lost,  and  through  what 
means  it  is  lost. 

At  present  it  will  be  more  interesting 
to  show  what  we  have  been  doing  with  the 
National  Debt.  Including  the  increase 
in  our  balances  of  £1,488,000,  which  is 
equivalent  to  a  reduction  of  Debt,  we 
have  diminished  our  liabilities  during  the 
year  by  no  less  a  sum  than  £7,601,000. 
But  it  is  more  to  the  point,  perhaps,  in 
judging  of  a  particular  year,  to  know 
how  much  money  belonging  to  the  year 
1887-8,  the  current  year,  has  been,  or 
will  be,  appropriated  to  the  reduction  of 
the  Debt.  Hon.  Members  will  remem- 
ber the  complaints  that  were  made 
against  me  last  year,  when  I  introduced 
my  Budget,  that  I  had  been  content  with 
a  smaller  sum  than  I  ought  to  have 
taken  for  reducing  the  National  Debt, 
and  it  was  said  that  the  result  in  paying 
off  the  Debt  would  consequently  be  un- 
satisfactory. At  all  events,  I  either 
have  paid  off  or  shall  pay  off,  with 
moneys  actually  belonging  to  this  year, 
£7,293,000— the  largest  sum  that  has 
ever  been  paid  off  out  of  the  moneys  of 
a  single  year  since  1872-3. 

What,  then,  are  the  main  features  of 
the  past  year  ?  For  the  first  time  since 
1870,  there  have  been  no  Supplementary 
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tlie  SkcIefoD  Army  on  the  19th  instant,  to 
which  he  reph'ed  on  the  2l6t,  refusiog  to 
inteifere;  and,  will  he  at  once  instruct 
Captain  Owen  to  afford  to  these  persons 
the  protection  against  ill-treatment  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  re- 
ferred the  written  statement  which  the 
hon.  Member  sent  me  on  this  subject  to 
the  Chief  Constable  of  Oxfordshire,  who 
informs  me  that  the  facts  therein  alleged 
are  greatly  exaggerated.  The  Super- 
intendent of  Police  at  Norton  states  that 
if  the  assaults  referred  to  have  taken 
place  it  has  not  been  in  view  of  the 
police.  Neither  himself  nor  any  of  the 
police  under  him  have  been  asked  to 
take  anyone  into  custody.  I  do  not 
gather  from  the  letter  of  the  Chief  Con- 
stable of  the  21st  instant  that  he  re- 
fused to  interfere ;  but  he  said  it  was 
not  possible  for  him  to  provide  a  police 
guard  for  the  processionists.  He  in- 
forms me  that  he  has  only  four  men  at 
Norton ;  and  he  cannot,  without  great 
inconvenience  to  the  rest  of  the  county, 
provide  more.  If  there  is  any  ground 
for  saying  that  the  Chief  Constable  has 
bden  remiss  in  his  duty,  complaint  should 
be  made  to  the  Justices  in  Quarter  Ses- 
8ionS|  under  whose  authority  he  acts. 

INLAND  REVENUE  (EXCISE  DIVI- 
SION)—ASSISTANT  CLERKS. 

Mr.  CAINE  (Barrow-in-Furness) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
If  there  will  be  any  examination  for  the 
position  of  assistant  clerks  in  the  Excise 
Division  of  the  Inland  Eevenue  in  May 
next,  as  usual ;  if  not,  will  ho  order 
that  candidates  who  are  within  the  limit 
of  age  at  the  usual  date  shall  be  eligible 
for  the  next  examination  whenever  it 
may  take  place  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said :  No  examination  for  ad- 
mission into  the  Excise  will  be  held  in 
May  next,  as  there  will  not  be  any 
vacancies  then  existing,  or  in  prospect, 
to  which  the  successful  candidates  at 
such  an  examination  could  be  appointed. 
I  think  it  would  bo  extremely  undesir- 
able to  hold  examinations  when  there 
is  no  prospect  of  the  successful  candi- 
dates being  found  employment. 

ARMY     (AUXILIARY    FORCES)  —  SUB- 
MARINE MINERS,   MERSEY"  DIVISION. 
Mr.      CAINE     (Barrow-in-Furness) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
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If  it  is  true  that  Captain  Montgomery, 
of  the  1st  Cheshire  Engineer  Volunteers, 
who  has  been  gazetted  Major  of  tho 
Mersey  Division  of  the  Submarine 
Miners,  has  had  no  experience  in  sub- 
marine mining,  engineering,  or  yacht- 
ing, whilst  Captain  Beloe,  bis  senior 
officer,  was  willing  to  accept  the  appoint- 
ment, and  that  Captain  Beloe  is  a  civil 
engineer  by  profession,  has  been  two 
months  at  Chatham  in  the  Submarine 
Mining  Department,  three  years  in  the 
Submarine  Mining  Service  as  a  Yolon- 
teer,  and  is  an  experienced  yachtsman ; 
and,  if  it  be  so,  would  he  explain  why 
has  Captain  Beloe  been  superseded  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horn- 
castle)  :  Yes,  Sir;  Captain  Montgomery, 
of  the  1st  Cheshire  Engineer  Yolunteen, 
has  been  gazetted  Major  of  the  Mersey 
Division  of  Submarine  Miners.  Captain 
Beloe  was  not  appointed  to  the  command 
of  the  corps,  because,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  Commanding  Royal  Engineer  and  of 
the  General  Officer  commanding  the  Nor- 
thern District,  his  appointment  would  not 
have  been  for  the  interest  of  the  Service. 

CYPRUS— THE  ANNUAL  TRIBUTE. 

Mb.  STANLEY  LEIGHTON  (Shrop- 
shire,  Oswestry)  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
the  Government  have  received  any  com- 
munications from  officers  who  have 
administered  the  government  of  Cyprus, 
urging  that  the  inhabitants  should  be 
released  from  the  annual  Tribute  now 
paid  to  the  Governments  of  England  and 
France,  and  that  more  money  should  be 
spent  on  public  works  in  the  Island; 
and,  whether  he  will  lay  such  Reports 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ?  The  non.* 
Gentleman  also  had  the  following  Qaes- 
tion  on  the  Paper  :— To  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Oolonies, 
Whether  it  is  true  that,  on  the  27ih 
of  December  last,  a  mass  meeting  was 
held  at  Nicosia,  the  Capital  of  Cy'pras, 
at  which  Resolutions  were  passed,  ask- 
ing for  relief  from  taxation,  and  con- 
demning the  system  under  which  an 
annual  payment  of  £99,000  was  made 
out  of  the  Taxes  to  England  and  France ; 
whether  the  Resolutions  were  presented 
to  the  High  Commissioner  by  the  Arch- 
bishop for  transmission  to  the  Colonial 
Office;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  the 
Resolutions  upon  the  Table  of  the  Honse^ 
together  with  the  answer  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  ? 
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Thb  under  secretary  of 
STATIC  (Baron  Henby  db  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxteth) :  Certain  pro- 
posals have,  from  time  to  time,  been 
made  by  officers  administering  the 
government  of  Cyprus  for  lightening 
the  burden  of  the  Tribute  by  commuta- 
tion, not  by  abolition.  A  larger  ex- 
penditure on  public  works  has  been 
urged,  as  will  be  seen  by  reference  to 
Parliamentary  Paper,  C  3,661,  of  1883; 
but  it  was  decided  by  the  then  Secretary 
of  State  that  the  annual  expenditure  on 
this  head  should  be  limited  to  £13,000. 
As  regards  the  next  Question,  meetings 
have  been  held  in  different  districts  of 
the  Island  and  Resolutions  passed  em- 
bodying the  views  of  those  present  in 
regard  to  the  state  of  affairs;  but  in 
those  Resolutions  the  question  of  the 
Tribute  and  its  present  destination  was 
not  mentioned.  There  will  be  no  ob- 
jection to  presenting  the  Correspondence; 
but  it  will  be  more  convenient  to  include 
it  in  a  collection  of  general  Correspond- 
ence relating  to  the  affairs  of  the 
Island,  which  is  in  course  of  prepara- 
tion. 

CRUELTY  TO   ANIMALS  ACT— RABBIT 

COURSING. 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  alleged 
cruelties  at  so-called  "  rabbit  coursing  " 
matches  in  enclosed  spaces,  as  set  forlh 
in  correspondence  in  The  Standard  of 
the2ist,  22nd,  and  23rd  instant;  and, 
whether  it  has  been  held  that  such 
practices  do  not  come  within  the  Cruelty 
to  Animals  Act ;  and,  if  so,  whether  the 
Government  will  take  steps  to  amend 
the  Law  so  as  to  prevent  the  continuance 
of  such  coursing  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr, 
Mattiikws)  (Birmingham,  E.):  Yes, 
Sir ;  I  have  read  the  newspaper  corre- 
spondence to  which  the  hon.  Member 
has  referred.  A  decision  of  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  certainly  appears  to 
show  that  the  facts,  as  alleged,  are  not 
an  infringement  of  the  Statute  for  the 
prevention  of  cruelty  to  animals.  It  is 
a  matter  for  consideration  whether  the 
law  can  be  amended.  Meanwhile,  I 
hope  that  public  opinion  will  be  strong 
enoagh  to  check  practices  which  cannot, 
by  any  stretch  of  language,  be  con- 
sidered "sport." 


ST.  JOHN'S  HOSPITAL  FOR  DISEASES 
OF  THE  SKIN. 

Mr.  LAWSON  (St.  Pancras,  W.) 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department,  Whether  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  the  constant 
charges  in  the  public  Press  of  the  wilful 
misappropriation  of  the  funds  of  St. 
John's  Hospital  for  Diseases  of  the 
Skin ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  no  legal 
action  has  been  taken  against  any  of 
the  members  and  late  members  of  the 
Board  of  Management  making  such 
charges ;  and,  whether,  at  the  present 
time,  an  appeal  for  funds  is  being  made, 
and  their  receipt  publicly  acknowledged, 
on  behalf  of  the  Hospital ;  if  so,  whe- 
ther he  will  instruct  the  Public  Pro- 
secutor to  take  action  in  the  matter,  with 
a  view  to  protect  the  public  from 
possible  fraud  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  have 
received  a  letter  from  the  authorities  of 
the  Hospital,  who  inform  me  that  an 
action  for  libel  is  now  pending,  at  their 
instance,  against  a  weekly  journal  with 
reference  to  the  charges  in  question.  It 
is  true  that  subscriptions  are  now  being 
received  and  publicly  acknowledged. 
On  the  18th  of  January  the  subscribers, 
at  a  special  general  meeting,  passed,  by 
an  overwhelming  majority,  a  vote  of 
confidence  in  the  Board  of  Management. 
I  can  discover  no  reason  which  would 
justify  interference  on  my  part. 

POST  OFFICE-THE  "  NEWSPAPER 
TRAIN"  FOR  EDINBUROH  AND 
GLASGOW. 

Mb.  M*LAGAN  (Linlithgow)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  a 
train,  known  as  the  newspaper  train, 
which  conveyed  mails  and  newspapers 
to  London  and  other  parts  of  England 
from  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow,  leaving 
those  cities  at  6  o'clock  in  the  morning, 
has  been  stopped,  because  of  the  re- 
fusal of  the  Post  OfEco  to  make  a  small 
payment,  which  would  have  enabled  the 
train  to  be  continued ;  and,  whether, 
the  train  being  stopped,  there  is  any 
Mail  Service  which  enables  letters  posted 
early  in  the  morning  in  Scotland  to  be 
delivered  the  same  day  in  London  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  A 
train  leaving  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow 
for  the  South  at  6  a.m.,  which  I  believe 
was  largely  employed  by  the  newspaper 
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puhlishera  for  tho  conveyance  of  their 
train  parcels,  and  by  which  mail  bags 
■were  also  forwarded,  was  not  long  since 
discontinued  ;  and  it  is  the  case  that  the 
Government  was  not  prepared  to  make 
such  a  payment  in  respect  to  the  mail 
service  as  would  have  secured  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  train.  The  train  in 
question  left  Edinburgh  and  Glasgow 
too  early  to  bo  generally  available  for 
letters  posted  early  in  the  morning,  and 
its  chief  utility  was  in  conveying  letters 
posted  during  the  night.  There  is  no 
train  now  running  by  which  the  same 
facilities  can  be  afforded. 

LABOURERS'  (IRELAND)  ACT  —  LA- 
BOURERS* COTTAGES,  ARDEE  UNION. 

Mr.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth,  S.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  What  is  the  cause  of 
the  delay  in  the  erection  of  the  labourers* 
cottages  in  tho  Castlebellingham  Elec- 
toral Division  of  the  Ardee  Union,  in  the 
county  of  Louth,  the  scheme  for  which 
was  passed  at  the  Local  Government 
Board  Inquiry  held  in  October,  1886  ; 
and,  whether  he  will  take  steps  to  pre- 
vent further  delay? 

thb  paeliamentaey  under 

SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  that  the  scheme  for  the  erection  of 
the  labourers'  cottages  referred  to  had 
been  duly  sanctioned  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  had  also  come 
before  the  Privy  Council.  It  appeared, 
from  the  Minutes  of  the  Guardians,  that 
they  were  now  in  communication  with 
the  Land  Commissioners  with  a  view 
to  having  the  rent  fixed,  as  the  lands 
were  to  be  taken  for  a  term  of  years. 

Mr.  T.  p.  gill  :  Might  I  ask  who  is 
tho  landlord  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN  :  That  is 
not  on  the  Question. 

THE     MAGISTRACY     (IRELAND)— MR. 
KILKELLY,  R.M. 

Mr.  cox  (Clare,  E.)  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of 
Ireland,  Whether  Captain  Walsh,  R.M., 
has  been  appointed  over  the  head  of 
Mr.  Kilkelly,  R.M. ;  whether  Mr. 
Kilkelly  is  the  magistrate  who  refused 
to  agree  with  Mr.  Cecil  Roche,  R.M.,  in 
the  severe  sentences  he  proposed  to  in- 
flict on  certain  prisoners  charged  in 
connection  with  the  Bodyke  evictions ; 
would  he  state  to  the  House  on  what 
ground  was  Mr.  Kilkelly  passed  over 

Mr.  Raihes 


for  promotion ;  and,  whether  the 
seniority  list  of  Resident  Magistrates 
has  not  appeared  in  the  '^  Constabulary 
List  "  for  40  years  till  this  year  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  Captain  Walsh  was  promoted  to 
be  a  second  class  Resident  Magistrate 
in  January  last.  As  regards  seniority, 
his  claims  were  practically  identical  with 
those  of  Mr.  Kilkelly.  With  reference 
to  the  general  question,  and  having  no 
regard  to  the  merits  of  this  case,  I  may 
say  that  successive  Governments  have 
laid  down  the  rule — and  it  has  been 
recognized  by  almost  every  Department 
of  the  Public  Service — that  seniority  is 
only  to  be  taken  into  account  where 
other  claims  are  equal,  and,  failing  such 
equality,  preference  is  to  be  given  to 
merit  and  capacity.  Mr.  Kilkelly  is  the 
magistrate  who  refused  to  concur  in  the 
sentences  referred  to.  As  to  the 
seniority  list,  it  was  merely  a  temporary 
list,  and  one  purely  for  Departmental 
purposes  ;  and  as  it  is  not  now  re- 
quired for  these  purposes  it  has  been 
discontinued. 

FORESTRY— THE  SELECT  COMMITTEE. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London 
University)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  tho 
Treasury,  What  course  Her  Majesty's 
Government  propose  to  take  with  refer- 
ence to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  Forestry,  which  sat 
last  year  ? 

TnE  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster):  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  not  yet 
come  to  any  decision  in  regard  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Select  Commit- 
tee, and  the  question  is  one  that  will 
have  to  bo  dealt  with  by  the  Agricul- 
tural Department. 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPARTMENT- 
LEGISLATION. 

Sir  EDWARD  BIRKBEOK  (Nor- 
folk,  E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether  he  is  able  to  state 
when  the  promised  Bill  will  be  Intro* 
ducod  for  the  creation  of  an  independent 
Agricultural  Department  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
Bill  is  in  a  forward  state,  and  I  hope  it 
will  be  possible  to  introduce  it  shortly 
after  Easter. 
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by  the  3 let  instant— namely,  £10,500 
(about)  for  works,  and  the  remainder  on 
salaries,  surveys,  and  the  preparation  of 
Bills.  The  unexpended  balance  of 
£13,000  must  be  surrendered  to  the 
Exchequer  ;  but  it  is  proposed  not  only 
to  take  a  re- Vote  for  this  amount,  but 
also  to  ask  for  a  further  sum  of  £6,500 
for  additional  works.  The  total  amount 
included  in  next  year's  Estimates  for 
this  service  represents  all  that  can  be 
usefully  spent  on  the  three  rivers  in  the 
year  without  further  legislation. 


LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL  — OFFICE  OF  HIGH 
SHERIFF. 

Sir  EDWAED  BIRKBEOK  (Nor- 
folk, E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  Whether,  taking  into  con- 
sideration the  altered  circumstances  and 
the  great  changes  proposed  under  the 
Local  Government  (England  and  Wales) 
Bill,  Her  Majesty's  Government  will  in- 
troduce a  Bill  this  Session  to  'discontinue 
the  office  of  High  Sheriff  in  its  present 
form? 

The  FIEST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  A  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords  has  been 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  duties  and 
obligations  of  High  Sheriffs ;  and  the 
Government  will  await  the  Report  of 
that  Committee  before  they  proceed  with 
any  legislation  upon  the  question. 

PUBLIC     WORKS     AND     INDUSTRIES 
(IRELAND)  (SPECIAL  GRANT). 

Colonel  NOLAN  (Qalway,  N.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  How 
much  of  the  £50,000  allotted  last  year 
to  Ireland,  as  an  equivalent  for  the 
contributions  to  local  funds  given  in 
Qreat  Britain,  has  been  spent,  or  it  is 
estimated  will  be  spent,  before  the  close 
of  the  financial  vear ;  how  much  of  this 
has  been  spent  on  preliminary  surveys, 
and  how  much  in  actual  work  or  in  sub- 
eidies  to  the  owners  of  sires  ;  and,  if  the 
unexpended  balance  will  be  credited  to 
Ireland,  and  spent  on  local  works  in  the 
ensuing  year,  or,  as  in  England,  handed 
over  to  Local  Authorities  to  diminish  the 
county  cess  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  GoscnEN)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  (who  replied)  said : 
Of  the  £50,000  voted  last  year  for  public 
works  and  industries  in  Ireland  £13,500, 
being  in  the  nature  of  grants  in  aid  of 
various  fishing,  technical,  and  agricul- 
tural schools,  and  to  the  Royal  Dublin 
Society  for  the  improvement  of  the  breed 
of  horses,  has  been  paid  over  to  the 
Institutions  entitled  to  receive  them. 
Owing  to  the  date  at  which  the  Vote 
was  taken  it  has  been  found  impossible 
to  spend  the  £6,500  provided  for  piers 
and  roads  in  Galway  and  Mayo,  and  it 
is  proposed  to  revoke  the  sum  this  year, 
as  it  mast  now  be  surrendered  to  the 
Exchequer.  Of  the  £30,000  provided 
for  surveys  and  works  on  the  Shannon, 
Barrow,  and  Bann,  it  is  anticipated  that 
about  £17,000  will   have  been  spent 


EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
—THE  EDUCATION  CODE,  1888. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  (Falkirk,  &c.)  asked 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
considering  that  the  Scotch  Education 
Code  for  1888  was  only  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  on  the  6th  of  March, 
that  it  was  distributed  to  Members  on 
the  20th  of  March,  and  was,  therefore, 
not  received  by  any  of  the  important 
School  Boards  in  Scotland  until  the  2 1st 
of  March,  he  would,  in  view  of  the  fact 
that  the  only  day  after  the  Easter 
holidays  when  the  subject  of  the  Code 
could  be  discussed  would  be  the  first 
day  after  the  House  met,  postpone  the 
date  of  its  coming  into  force  from  the 
6th  to  the  13th  of  April? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  "Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  received  very  short  Notice 
of  the  Question,  and  had  not  an  oppor- 
tunity of  communicating  with  the  De* 
partment ;  but  he  would  endeavour  to 
give  effect  to  the  wish  expressed  in  the 
Question  ;  and  he  had  very  little  doubt, 
unless  there  was  some  overwhelming 
Departmental  difficulty,  that  the  Code 
would  not  come  into  operation  till  the 
1 3th  of  April.  He  would  do  all  he  could 
in  the  matter. 

Mr.  SINCLAIR  said,  there  was  not 
only  the  question  of  the  Code  coming  into 
operation,  but  there  was  also  the  question 
of  raising  a  discussion  in  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  pointed  out  that 
if  the  Code  did  not  come  into  operation 
till  the  13th  there  would  be  the  greater 
interval  during  which  to  find  an  oppor- 
tunity  for  discussion. 

LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND   AND 
WALES)  BILL. 

Sir  EDWARD  BIRKBECK  (Nor- 
folk,  E.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  Whether  the  Bill 
would  be  distributed  to-morrow  moroing? 
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The  PEESIDENT  (Mr.  Eitchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  replied 
in  the  affirmatiye.  He  had  thought  it 
would  be  convenient  for  those  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  intended  leaving  town 
before  the  Bill  could  be  distributed  in 
ordinary  course  that  they  should  be  able 
to  get  copies  before  the  usual  time  of 
distribution.  He  had  made  arrange- 
ments for  a  limited  number  of  Bills  to 
be  in  the  Vote  Office  before  the  Sitting 
closed  this  evening. 

ARRANGEMENT  OF  PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

Mb.  CHILDEES  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
wished  to  ask  a  Question  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  as  to  the  course  of 
Business  after  the  Eecoss.  It  bad  been 
stated  that  on  the  Thursday  Civil  Ser- 
vice Votes  and  ordinary  Motions  in 
Supply  would  be  taken ;  but  he  should 
like  to  be  informed  concerning  the  Busi- 
ness tbat  would  bo  taken  on  Monday  ? 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was 
quite  accurate  as  to  his  forecast  as  to 
Thursday,  and  the  Government  hoped 
to  be  able  to  make  progress  in  Supply 
on  that  day  and  Friday.  He  would, 
however,  state  positively  to-morrow  whe- 
ther any  Business  but  Supply  would  be 
taken  on  Monday. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) 
asked  whether  the  Vote  for  the  Admi- 
ralty Buildings  would  be  taken  on 
Thursday  after  the  House  re- assembled? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  defer  that  particular 
Vote.  It  would  not  be  taken  without 
sufficient  Notice. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Channinq  (North- 
ampton, E.), 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  it  would 
not  be  possible  to  take  the  Eailway  and 
Canal  Traffic  Bill  until  after  the  Local 
Government  (England  and  Wales)  Bill 
had  been  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  what  Business 
would  be  taken  to-morrow  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  We  hope  to 
move  one  or  two  unimportant  Bills  a 
stage ;  but  the  particular  Business  will 
be  the  Adjournment. 

LAND    LAW    (IRELAND)    (LAND    COM- 
MISSION)  BILL. 
Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 


Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  Whether  he  pro- 
posed to  take  tbe  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
(Land  Commission)  Bill  on  the  Friday 
night  after  the  Eecess;  and  if  he  in- 
tended to  make  any  statement  concern- 
ing it  ? 

The  chief  SECRETARY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Balfour)  (Manchester,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  did  propose  to  do  so,  and 
also  to  make  an  explanatory  statement ; 
and  if  the  House  would  allow  him,  he 
saw  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
made  after  TJ  o'clock. 

POST  OFFICE— THE  POSTAL  UNION— 
THE  SOUTH  AFRICAN  COLONIES. 

Sir  JOHN  SWINBURNE  (Stafford- 
shire,  Lichfield)  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  there  was  any  probability  of 
the  South  African  Colonies  coming  into 
the  Postal  Union  ? 

The  POSTMASTER  general  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University),  iu  re- 
ply, said,  ho  was  afraid  he  could  not 
hold  out  any  hopes  in  that  direction. 
The  South  African  Colonies  had  been 
occasionally  sounded  on  the  subject ;  but 
at  present  they  did  not  see  their  way  to 
joining. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  BAY. 

• 

WAYS    AND    MEANS  —  FINANCIAL 
STATEMENT.— COMMITTEE. 

Ways  and  Meaks — com%dereivDiG(yair 

mittee. 

(In  the  Committee) 

The  CHANCELLORofthb  EXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  Mr.  Courtney,  in 
rising  to  make  the  usual  Financial  State- 
ment of  the  year,  I  feel  that  I  have  need 
of  the  special  indulgence  of  the  Houiey 
because,  as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
I  stand  in  a  somewhat  exceptional  poei- 
tion  this  year  through  the  introduction 
of  the  Local  Government  Bill.  Gene- 
rally it  falls  to  the  lot  of  Uie  Ohancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  simply  to  have  to 
consider  the  claims  of  the  tazpayen 
where  there  is  an  opportunity  for 
remission  of  taxation ;  but  upon  thia 
occasion  the  claims  of  the  ratepayers 
have  also  to  be  considered;  and 
I  find  that  I  have — if  I  may  use  the 
phrase — a  double  set  of  clients — 
namely,  the  taxpayers  and  the  rate- 
payers. I  do  not  believe  there  is  any 
antagonism  of  interest  between  the  twp« 
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Most  of  the  taxpayers  are  ratepayers, 
and  most  of  the  ratepayers  are  tax- 
payers, so  I  hope  that  there  wiil  be  no 
jealousy  with  regard  to  the  relief  which 
may  be  extended  to  either  the  one  or 
the  other  of  those  two  classes  who  con- 
tribute equally  to  public  purposes,  al- 
though the  one  class  contribute  to  the 
Imperial  and  the  other  to  the  local 
purse.  The  ground  over  which  I  shall 
have  to  travel 'is  wider,  therefore,  than 
it  usually  is ;  and  I  trust  that  on  that 
account  the  Committee  will  permit  me 
to  pass,  perhaps  with  more  rapidity 
than  in  an  ordinary  year,  over  some  of 
the  details  which  it  is  customary  for  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  submit 
on  these  occasions. 

I  commence,  as  usual,  with  making 
a  statement  in  regard  to  the  Expen- 
diture of  the  past  year,  or  rather 
the  present  year.  And  here  I  must  cer- 
tainly say  that  we  are  placed  at  some 
disadvantage,  because  the  Financial 
Statement  has  to  be  made  a  week  be- 
fore the  conclusion  of  the  financial 
year.  I  shall  give  the  best  estimate  I 
can  with  regard  both  to  the  Eevenue 
and  the  Expenditure  of  the  year,  and 
the  Civil  servants  who  deal  with  these 
matters  are  so  experienced  that  I  doubt 
whether  there  will  be  much  difference 
between  the  figures  which  I  shall  lay 
before  the  Committee  and  the  final 
figures  which  will  be  submitted  to  Par- 
liament. But  it  must  be  remembered 
that  the  figures,  which  I  now  give,  are, 
as  regards  the  last  week  of  the  financial 
year,  an  estimate  only. 

I  take  first  the  Exchequer  issues  for 
Expenditure,  and  hon.  Members  will  be 
able  to  compare  them  with  the  Estimates, 
if  they  will  look  to  page  2  of  the  Papers 
issued  on  this  occasion.  The  total  Ex- 
chequer issues  will  be  £27,972,000  under 
the  head  of  Consolidated  Fund  Charges, 
or  an  excess  of  about  £44,000  over  the 
Estimate.  This  excess  is  due  to  an 
issue  somewhat  beyond  what  we  put 
down  for  the  year  for  the  Localization 
of  the  Forces  Fund.  It  is  not  an  extra 
expenditure,  but  rather  an  anticipation 
of  what,  in  the  ordinary  course,  would 
have  been  spent  in  1888-9,  and  it  is  a 
sot  unsatisfactory  item,  because  it  briogs 
our  outlay  for  this  purpose  practically 
to  an  end. 

I  will  now  go  through  the  various 
items  of  Supply.  Th/O  Army  expendi- 
ture will  be  £18,167,000,  as  compared 
with  the  total  Estimate  of  £18,394,000, 


showing  a  saving  of  £227,000.  The 
Navy  issues  will  be  £12,326,000,  show- 
ing a  saving  of  £151,000.  The  Civil 
Service  Miscellaneous  issues  will  be 
£18,210,000,  showing  a  saving  of 
£52,000  as  compared  with  the  Budget 
Estimate,  and  of  £241,000  as  compared 
with  the  total  estimated  Expenditure, 
including  the  Supplementary  Estimates. 
The  expenditure  of  the  Post  OflBce  will 
be  £5,403,000,  showing  a  saving  of 
£18,000.  The  expenditure  of  the  Tele- 
graph Service  will  be  £1,940,000,  show- 
ing a  saving  of  £10,000.  The  Packet 
Service  issues  will  be  £698,000,  showing 
a  saving  of  £1,000.  For  the  Customs 
and  Inland  Revenue  the  amount  will 
be  £2,708,000,  showing  a  saving  of 
£8,000.  For  the  total  Supply  Services 
the  amount  is  £59,452,000,  showing  a 
saving  of  £457,000  as  compared  with 
the  Budget  Estimate,  and  of  £656,000 
as  compared  with  the  total  estimated 
Expenditure.  The  total  Expenditure  is 
£87,424,000,  showing  a  saving,  as  com- 
pared with  the  Budget  Estimate,  of 
£423,000. 

I  trust  that  these  figures  will  not  be 
unsatisfactory  to  the  Committee.  I 
have  several  remarks  to  make  with  re- 
gard to  them.  I  do  not  propose  to  go 
into  detail  with  respect  to  the  savings 
which  we  have  secured.  I  may  state, 
with  regard  to  the  Consolidated  Fund 
Services,  that  there  has  been  a  saving 
of  about  £100,000  in  the  interest  of 
the  Unfunded  Debt,  which  saving,  of 
course,  has  gone  to  diminish  the 
Funded  Debt,  being  employed  as  eo 
much  more  money  to  pay  off  that  Debt. 
This  has  been  partly  due  to  the  low 
rate  of  interest  on  Treasury  and  Exche- 
quer Bills,  the  average  of  which  has 
been  £2  5».  \\d.\  but  there  has  also  been 
a  saving  of  £15,000  to  which  I  should 
like  to  allude.  It  is  a  saving  which  I 
have  secured  by  watching  more  closely 
the  balances  at  the  Bank  of  England 
than  has  hitherto  been  done.  I  have 
not  thought  it  necessary  always  to  re- 
new Treasury  Bills  on  the  day  when 
they  expired  ;  but  I  have  looked  at  the 
needs  of  the  Treasury  for  the  next  week 
or  month,  and  in  that  way  I  have  kept 
down  the  balance  at  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land, and  the  result  has  been  that  I 
have  been  able  to  save  £15,000,  an 
amount  which  again  goes  to  the  credit 
of  the  Sinking  Fund.  In  i\.  e  next  place, 
I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fast  that 
there  have  been  no  Supplemental  Esti- 
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mates  this  year  for  the  Army  and  Navy ; 
and  in  no  year  since  1 870  have  there  not 
been  Supplemental  Estimates  or  Yotes  of 
Credit  for  the  Navy  or  the  Army,  or 
generally  for  both.  I  trust  that  in  view 
of  the  constant  charges,  which  are  levelled 
at  the  great  spending  Departments,  of 
extravagance,  and  sometimes  of  malad- 
ministration, I  may  point  to  the  fact  that 
my  two  right  hon.  Friends  at  the  head 
of  those  two  Departments  have  this 
year,  for  the  first  time  for  many  years, 
been  able  to  keep  down  the  expenditure 
to  that  which  Parliament  intended 
should  be  spent,  and  to  exercise  such  a 
control  that  there  have  been  none  of 
those  Supplementary  Estimates  which 
destroy  the  confidence  of  Parliament  in 
the  preparation  of  Estimates,  and  which 
also  destroy  the  chances  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  submitting  a 
successful  Budget.  Again,  I  have  to 
say  there  have  been  no  Supplemental 
Estimates  for  the  Kevenue  Departments. 
This  has  not  happened  for  the  last  20 
years.  And,  again,  the  Supplemental 
Estimates  for  the  Civil  Services  have 
been  lower  than  in  any  other  year  for  20 
years,  except  last  year.  They  have  been 
only  £208,000;  last  year  they  were 
£165,000.  Of  course,  I  do  not  include 
in  Supplemental  Estimates  the  grant  in 
aid  of  roads.  I  am  speaking  of  Supple- 
mental Estimates  in  the  ordinary  sense, 
which  are  in  excess  of  the  sums  voted 
by  Parliament.  To  sum  up,  we  have 
spent  £423,000  less  than  the  original 
Estimates,  and  £612,000  less  than  our 
original  and  Supplementary  Estimates 
taken  together. 

I  now  pass  to  the  consideration  of  the 
Kevenue,  and  again  I  am  able  to  sub- 
mit a  fairly  satisfactory  account  to  the 
Committee.  I  presume  that  the  Com- 
mittee will  wish  to  have  each  separate 
head  of  Eovenue.  The  revenue  from 
Customs — and  hero  again  I  may  remind 
the  Committee  that  the  revenue  for  one 
week  is  only  an  estimate — the  revenue 
from  Customs  is  £19,630,000,  or 
£30,000  more  than  the  Estimate;  but  it 
is  considerably  less  than  the  receipts  of 
last  year,  owing  to  the  reduction  of 
the  Tobacco  Duty.  The  receipts  from 
Excise  are  £25,597,000,  or  an  excess 
of  £305,000  over  the  Estimate.  The 
Stamps  amount  to  £12,940,000,  show- 
ing nn  increase,  on  which  I  shall  pre- 
sently dilate,  of  £1,182,000.  The  Land 
Tax  amounts  to  £1,050,000,  showing  a 
deficiency  of  £15,000.  Tho  House  Duly 
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amounts  to  £1,890,000,  showing  a  de- 
ficiency of  £30,000;  and  the  Income 
Tax  is  £14,340,000,  or  exactly  the  sum 
which  it  was  estimated  to  produce.  That 
amount  may  be  varied  slightly  in  the 
coming  week ;  but  if  there  is  any 
change  it  will  be  that  it  will  realize 
somewhat  more  than  the  Estimate.  The 
total  produceof  taxes  is  thus  £75,447,000, 
showing  an  excess  over  our  Estimates 
of  £1,472,000.  Post  Office  receipts  are 
£8,650,000,  showing  an  increase  of 
£50,000;  Telegraph  Service,  £1,950,000, 
which  is  the  exact  estimate;  Crown 
Lands  are  £390,000,  or  an  excess  of 
£20,000  ;  Interest  on  advances  for  local 
works  and  purchase  money  of  Suez 
Canal  is  £242,000,  an  excess  of  £2,000; 
Miscellaneous  revenue  is  £2,910,000, 
showing  a  decrease,  as  compared  with  the 
Estimate,  of  £90,000.  The  totalNon-Tax 
Kevenue  is  £14,142,000,  and  is  £18,000 
less  than  the  Estimate.  The  total  He- 
venue  is  £89,589,000,  being  £1,454,000 
more  than  the  estimated  Budget  re- 
ceipts. 

The  Committee  will  wish  to  have  some 
little  information  with  regard  to  some  of 
the  items  of  increase.     The  total  Esti- 
mate of  Customs  was  £19,600,000,  and 
the  receipts  I  put  down  at  £19,630,000. 
This  is    a    remarkably  close  estimate, 
looking  at  the  enormous  sum  involved. 
And,  pointing  to  that,  I  must   allude 
to  the  great  loss  which  the  State  has 
sustained  in  the  death  of  Mr.  SeldoD, 
who  was  a  most  accomplished  statis- 
tician, an  authority  on  Customs,  and 
most    conversant   with    these    matters, 
and  who  has  guided,  and  well  guided, 
many  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer  ia 
succession.   I  am  glad  to  recognize,  and 
I  think  it  right  that  Parliament  and  tlie 
country  should  recognize,  tho  services  of 
our  Civil  servants  in  the  great  Depart- 
ments  who  are  performing  their  work  in 
comparative  obscurity.     It  is  a  subject 
on  which  I  always  feel  strongly,  and  it 
is  for  that  reason  that  I  call  attention  to 
the  matter,  and  wish  to  pay  a  tribute  to 
the  memory  of  one  wlio  served  us  well. 
It  is  right  that  tho  little-noticed  work  of 
the  Civil  Service  should  not  be  forgotten 
or   undervalued.     Four  men   of    equal 
ability  leave  the  University  at  one  time. 
One  man  becomes  a  Bishop,  another  a 
Judge,  another  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
and  perhaps  a  Minister,  and  the  fourth 
becomes,  in  the  capacity  of  a  permanent 
Civil  servant,  the  mainstay,  perhaps  the 
head^  of  a  Department  of  tlio  Stato.    Ho 
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enjoys  less  fame  and  less  remuneration 
than  any  of  the  others.  That  is  all  the 
more  reason  why,  where  there  is  merit 
and  ability  on  the  part  of  a  Civil  ser- 
vant similar  to  that  which  is  displayed 
in  other  careers  in  life,  that  merit  and 
ability  should  be  gratefully  recognized 
by  his  countrymen. 

Now,  I  will  say  a  very  few  words 
with  regard  to  the  smaller  differences 
in  the  Customs  revenue.  CoflFee  and 
its  two  satellites,  chicory  and  cocoa, 
never  show  any  remarkable  eccentrici- 
ties. They  seldom  increase  the  Revenue 
beyond  the  Estimate.  They  are  dull 
items,  and  there  is  no  elasticity  in  them 
whatever.  Tea  is  fairly,  though  not 
remarkably,  progressive.  In  1886-7  the 
receipts  from  tea  were  £4,615,000,  and 
in  1887-8  they  were  £4,618,000,  or  an 
increase  of  £103,000.  This  is  some- 
what more  than  in  proportion  to  the 
increase  in  the  population;  but  I  can- 
not say  that  it  is  a  revenue  which 
shows  much  elasticity.  With  regard 
to  tobacco,  where  a  reduction  in  the 
duty  took  place  last  year,  the  estimated 
reduction  of  receipts  was  £515,000  ; 
but  it  has  actually  been  £595,000, 
an  excess  over  our  estimated  loss  of 
£80,000.  That  loss  has  not  been  due 
80  much  to  any  miscalculation  of  the 
Customs  or  Inland  Revenue,  as  to  the 
fact  that  very  considerable  delay  took 
place  in  the  voting  of  the  Budget  last 
year ;  and,  consequently,  the  Watering 
Clauses,  which  prevent  an  excess  of 
water  being  put  into  tobacco,  did  not 
come  into  operation  till  a  later  period 
of  the  year  than  we  reckoned  for. 
When  they  did  come  into  operation, 
they  considerably  increased  the  con- 
sumption of  tobacco — that  is  to  say,  the 
individual  smoker  smoked  more  tobacco 
and  less  water  in  every  pipe  he  con- 
sumed. Since  the  1st  of  August  there 
is  a  gratifying  increase  in  the  amount 
of  unmanufactured  tobacco  cleared  of 
26,900,000  lbs.  weight  as  against 
25,900,000  lbs.  in  the  corresponding 
period  of  the  previous  year,  being  an 
increase  of  1,000,000  lbs.  Our  calcu- 
lations, therefore,  are  beginning  to  be 
jastified.  The  Ilouse  will  remember 
that  I  defended  the  reduction  of  the 
Tobacco  Duty  on  the  ground  that  extra 
duty  had  checked  consumption.  Just 
beforo  the  duty  was  raised  in  1877 
the  consumption  was  1*49  lbs.  per  head 
per  annum.  In  1882  it  had  fallen  to 
1*12  lbs.  per  head,  and  it  continued  at 


about  that  point  till  last  year.  But  in 
the  last  five  months  of  last  year,  when 
the  Watering  Clauses  and  the  reduction 
of  duty  came  together  into  operation, 
the  consumption  went  back  to  where  it 
stood  before  the  duty  was  raised,  and  it 
stands  now  at  1*49  lbs.  per  head  per 
annum. 

The  last  heads  of  Customs  and  Re- 
venue to  which  I  need  refer  are  spirits 
and  wine.  I  must  take  these  in  con- 
nection with  home-made  spirits  and 
beer,  and  treat  them  under  the  general 
head  of  drink  revenue.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  called  special  atten- 
tion to  the  falling- off  in  the  revenue 
under  this  head  some  time  ago.  In 
1876-7  the  revenue  was  £30,909,000; 
in  the  year  1887-8,  which  we  have  just 
concluded,  it  was  £27,0 1 3,000,  showing 
a  fall  of  no  less  than  £3,866,000.  I 
do  not  know  whether  it  will  be  satis- 
factory to  the  Committee — it  depends 
whether  they  look  at  the  question  as 
moralists  or  as  financiers — to  know  that 
that  decline  in  the  revenue  from  drink 
has  been  arrested  during  the  last  year. 
For  the  first  time  for  many  years,  there 
has  not  been  a  decline  in  the  revenue 
from  drink— [/*  The  Jubilee !  *'J  There 
has  been  an  increase — a  very  consider- 
able increase — in  the  amount  derived 
from  beer ;  and  I  am  credibly  informed, 
and  I  think  that  an  hon.  Member  behind 
me  has  anticipated  the  explanation,  that 
the  great  loyal  demonstration  of  last 
year,  and  the  festivities  connected  with 
it,  did  lead  to  an  increased  consumption 
of  beer.  In  the  summer  months  of  last 
year  the  revenue  from  beer  showed  a 
very  groat  elasticity,  and  it  amounted 
for  the  whole  year  to  £8,710,000,  the 
largest  sum  ever  realized  under  this 
head.  Throughout  the  year  foreign 
spirits  were  stationary.  In  home  spirits 
the  consumption  increased,  as  compared 
with  the  Estimate,  by  £170,000.  Wine 
only  fell  off  £28.000,  whereas  wo  had 
calculated  upon  a  loss  of  £100,000. 
On  the  whole,  there  is  an  increase  of 
£300,000  over  the  Estimate  on  account 
of  tlie  revenue  from  drink. 

This  is,  porlmps,  a  proper  point  in 
my  Statement  to  remind  the  Comraitleo 
that  consumable  articles  generally  no 
longer  yield  to  the  Revenue  what  thoy 
did.  In  1870-7  taxes  on  consumablo 
articles  yielded  £1  6s.  id.  per  head  ; 
whereas  in  1887-8  they  yielded  only 
£1  28.  3d.  per  head.     Thus  that  per- 
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tion  of  the  Eevenue  to  which  tho 
great  consuming  classes  chiefly  con- 
tribute is  a  halting  and  an  inelas- 
tic Revenue.  But  in  contrast  to  the 
consumable  articles  stands  the  next 
great  item  of  Revenue — namely,  Stamps. 
I  call  the  special  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  this  subject.  Stamps  have 
produced  in  the  present  year  under  their 
two  great  heads  of  Death  Duties  and 
general  stamps— £8,160,000  from  Death 
Duties,  and  £4,780,000  under  the  head 
of  general  stamps;  being  a  total  of 
£12,940,000,  or  £1,160,000  more  than 
last  year.  Now,  this  large  item  of 
Revenue  is  contributed  mainly  by  the 
well-to-do  classes ;  and  I  must  say  that 
tho  whole  of  the  area  which  is  covered 
by  the  Stamp  Duties  constitutes  a  very 
promising  field  for  the  fiscal  reaper.  We 
have  had  a  very  good  crop  from  it  this 
last  year ;  and  I  am  not  sure  that  the 
crop  has  reached  its  maximum,  and  that 
further  revenue  may  not  be  derived  from 
that  source. 

I  cannot  pass  away  from  this  subject 
without  saying  one  word  about  the  yield 
of  tho  Probate  Duty,  which  has  shown 
such  extraordinary  results  this  year.  I 
may  mention  that  it  began  to  produce 
those  extraordinary  results  just  at  the 
date  when,  in  a  premature  speech,  I  de- 
clared that  the  Death  Duties  yielded  a 
most  steady  and  average  revenue.  Since 
then  the  Probate  Duty  has  heaped  coals 
of  fire  on  my  head  by  pouring  un- 
wontcdly  large  sums  into  the  Exche- 
quer. There  have  fallen  in  two  of 
tho  largest  estates  that  have  ever  had 
to  submit  to  the  tax,  both  of  them 
amounting  to  upwards  of  £3,000,000; 
and  £3,000,000  means  a  cheque  for 
£90,000.  But  that  will  not  exhaust  the 
revenue  from  these  estates,  because  there 
are  Legacy  Duties  to  follow,  and  which 
will  be  paid  in  tho  ensuing  year.  There 
was  also  a  third  estate  of  £1,800,000. 
While  there  have  been  these  three  wind- 
falls— and  I  wish  the  Committee  to  con- 
sider them  as  windfalls — while  we  have 
had  these  three  windfalls  in  the  present 
year,  there  have  been  only  three  estates 
of  £3,000,000  before  during  the  last  20 
years.  Then,  again,  wo  have  had  a 
larger  number  of  estates  than  usual 
which  pay  Legacy  Duty  at  the  rate  of 
10  per  cent.  To  sum  up,  the  Probate 
and  Legacy  Duties  give  £7,300,000 ;  the 
Succession  Duty  gives  only  £820,000, 
and  of  that  £150,000  is  contributed  by 
settled   personalty.      This   shows   how 
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small  a  part  is  played  by  Saccession 
Duty  in  the  finances  of  tho  country. 
Taking  Stamps  as  a  whole,  while,  of 
course,  it  cannot  be  inferred  that  this 
great  increase  in  the  revenue  is  ne- 
cessarily a  proof  of  growing  pros- 
perity, as  it  includes  that  which  is 
raised  from  the  Death  Duties,  yet 
there  has  been  also  a  great  increase 
in  the  revenue  from  business  stamps, 
properly  speaking.  There  is  an  increase 
of  £440,000  in  general  stamps,  and  that, 
I  think,  may  be  fairly  taken  as  a  con- 
firmation of  the  revival  of  the  trade  of 
which  the  first  symptoms  have  begun  to 
appear.  There  has  been  a  distinct  in- 
crease in  business,  which  is  revealed  to 
us  in  part  by  the  increase  in  this  portion 
of  the  Stamp  Duties. 

Of  the  Income  Tax  I  cannot  speak 
with  any  degree  of  satisfaction.  Tho 
yield  of  the  tax  pei;  penny  was 
£2,000,000  in  1884-5;  £1,980,000  in 
the  year  following;  £1,960,000  in 
1886-7;  and  it  is  £1,955,000  in  1887-8. 
Thus,  since  1884-5,  there  has  been  a 
small  decrease  from  year  to  year  in  the 
yield  of  the  penny,  instead  of  an  increase, 
as  might  have  been  hoped.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers will  remember  that  the  Income  Tax 
is  affected  not  only  by  the  business  of 
the  year,  but  by  that  of  preceding  years, 
because  the  average  of  three  years  is 
taken  in  calculating  business  profits,  and 
we  have  been  passing  through  a  cycle  of 
unsatisfactory  years.  With  reviving  trade 
we  may  look  for  some  little  improve- 
ment ;  but  when  I  come  to  estimate  the 
Ke venue  for  next  year  it  will  be  im- 
possible to  hope  for  any  larg^  increase 
of  revenue  from  this  source. 

I  will  now  sum  up  the  results  for  the 
present  year.  The  actual  Revenue 
is  £89,589,000 ;  the  Estimate  was 
£88,135.000;  so  that  the  excess  oyer 
the  Estimate  is  £  1 ,454,000.  The  saving 
on  Expenditure  was  £422,000 ;  the  sur- 
plus for  which  I  estimated  was  £289,000 ; 
and  I  am,  therefore,  able  to  lay  before 
the  Committee  a  realized  surplus  for  the 
year  1887-8  of  £2,165,000,  the  largest 
since  1873-4. 

May  I  pause  for  a  moment  to  exa- 
mine the  effect  of  these  satisfactoiy 
results  upon  our  balances?  I  began 
the  year  with  a  balance  of  £5,950,^0, 
and  I  leave  off  with  a  balance  of 
£7,438,000— an  increase  of  £1,488,000. 
It  is  always  necessary,  at  this  time  of 
the  year,  to  have  a  large  balance  in 
hand,  looking  to  the  dividends  payable 
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in  April ;  and  I  have  a  special  reason, 
which  the  Committee  can  readily  under- 
stand, for  desiring  to  have  a  very  hand- 
some balance  on  March  the  3 1  at  this 
year,  in  order  that  I  may  be  comfortably 
prepared  to  hand  over  their  sovereigns 
to  any  holders  of  the  New  Threes 
who  may  prefer  to  ask  for  £100  in 
money  rather  than  to  take  new  Stock, 
which  now  stands  at  £100 J.  It  is  well 
to  have  a  strong  balance  to  be  able  to 
meet  such  demands  as  may  be  made 
upon  us. 

I  will  now  show  the  effect  of  the 
year's  finance  upon  the  Debt;  but  before 
doing  so  I  must  pause  for  a  moment  here 
to  revert  to  a  somewhat  technical  and 
dry  subject — namely,  the  Local  Loans 
Debt  and  the  Local  Loans  Fund  which 
I  established  last  year.  According  to 
the  system  which  I  then  ventured  to 
inaugurate,  a  special  account  was  to  be 
kept  of  what  may  be  called  the  Ee- 
productive  Debt  of  the  country.  It  is 
money  lent  out  to  Local  Authorities, 
against  which  the  country  receives  as 
income  the  interest  which  is  paid  by  the 
Local  Authorities.  There  will  now  be 
presented  to  Parliament,  for  the  first 
time,  a  clear  account  showing  how  much 
is  loaned,  what  is  outstanding,  what  each 
loan  costs  us,  what  we  shall  receive  in 
return,  and  what  additional  sums  we 
have  lent  in  the  course  of  the  year. 
There  will  be  a  capital  account  and  a 
revenue  account.  The  capital  account 
will  show  that  the  National  Debt  Com- 
missioners have  lent  during  this  year 
£3,206,000,  and  that  they  have  received 
iu  repayment  £1,906,000,  so  that  there 
is  a  balance  of  £1,300,000  of  new  ad- 
vances. According  to  the  system  which 
we  inaugurated,  there  will  be  issued 
new  Local  Loan  Stock  against  this  sum. 
Hon.  Members  will  see  that  they  will 
now  bo  able  to  watch  from  year  to 
year  how  much  we  lend  to  Local  Au- 
thorities and  how  much  we  receive 
from  them.  We  have  not  yet  been  able 
to  make  up  our  final  statement,  because 
we  have  felt  it  our  duty  to  see  what 
bad  debts  have  been  incurred  in  the 
oonne  of  the  present  year.  This  is  a 
contingency  we  ought  always  to  re- 
member, and  which  ought  always  to 
be  brought  home  to  Parliament.  I 
cannot  help  thinking  that  we  have  in 
the  past  too  much  encouraged  the 
idea  that  if  there  is  a  margin  between 
the  rate  of  interest  at  which  we  lend  and 
<he  rate  of  interest  we  receive,  the  trans* 


actions  are  necessarily  profitable.  I  no  w 
come  to  the  Revenue  account.  "We  havo 
received  as  interest  on  loans  £1,258,000  ; 
we  have  paid  as  interest  on  Local  Loans 
Stock  and  on  Short  Loans  £1,033,000; 
and  that  shows  a  surplus  of  £225,000, 
which  is  to  be  charged  with  that  restitu- 
tion annuity  of  £130,000  which  was 
established  by  the  Local  Loans  Bill — 
an  annuity  which  is  to  restore  the  arrcai'S 
which  were  lost  before  these  transactions 
began.  In  former  years,  the  Committee 
will  remember,  £4,000,000  had  been 
lost  by  bad  debts,  and  before  we  can  say 
that  this  banking  business,  as  we  may 
call  it,  is  remunerative,  wo  must  restore, 
even  if  it  be  by  degrees,  the  £4,000,000 
we  havo  lost.  The  figures  leave  a  sur- 
plus of  £95,000,  but  from  that  the  ex- 
pense of  the  lending  departments  ought 
to  be  deducted ;  and  that  leaves  a 
balance  of  about  £50,000,  for  what  may 
be  practically  regarded  as  a  Sinking 
Fund,  against  which  we  have  to  sot  off 
some  bad  debts  incurred  in  the  year.  I 
am  not  aware  of  any  large  amounts,  but 
there  are  one  or  two  small  amounts,  and 
a  Vote  will  have  to  be  taken  to  wipe 
them  out.  In  that  way  it  will  be  brought 
home  to  the  House  where  the  money  is 
lost,  how  it  is  lost,  and  through  what 
means  it  is  lost. 

At  present  it  will  be  more  interesting 
to  show  what  we  have  been  doing  with  the 
National  Debt.  Including  the  increase 
in  our  balances  of  £1,488,000,  which  is 
equivalent  to  a  reduction  of  Debt,  wo 
have  diminished  our  liabilities  during  the 
year  by  no  less  a  sum  than  £7,601,000. 
But  it  is  more  to  the  point,  perhaps,  in 
judging  of  a  particular  year,  to  know 
how  much  money  belonging  to  the  year 
1887-8,  the  current  year,  has  been,  or 
will  be,  appropriated  to  the  reduction  of 
the  Debt.  Hon.  Members  will  remem- 
ber tho  complaints  that  were  made 
against  me  last  year,  when  I  introduced 
my  Budget,  that  I  had  been  content  with 
a  smaller  sum  than  I  ought  to  have 
taken  for  reducing  the  National  Debt, 
and  it  was  said  that  the  result  in  paying 
off  the  Debt  would  consequently  be  un* 
satisfactory.  At  all  events,  I  either 
have  paid  off  or  shall  pay  off,  with 
moneys  actually  belonging  to  this  year, 
£7,293,000— the  largest  sum  that  has 
ever  been  paid  off  out  of  tho  moneys  of 
a  single  year  since  1872-3. 

What,  then,  are  the  main  features  of 
the  past  year  ?  For  the  first  time  since 
1870,  there  have  been  no  Supplementary 
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Estimates  or  Votes  of  Credit  either  for 
Army  or  Navy.  For  the  first  time  since 
]  869  there  have  been  no  Supplementary 
Estimates  for  the  Eevenue  Depart- 
ments. There  have  been  smaller  Sup- 
plementary Estimates  for  Civil  Services 
than  for  :^0  years  past,  excepting  last 
year.  We  have  a  larger  surplus,  a 
larger  balance  at  the  end  of  the  year, 
and  wo  have  paid  off  more  Debt  than  in 
any  year  since  1872-3.  I  trust  the  Com- 
mittoo  will  consider  that  this  is  not  an 
unsatisfactory  balance  sheet  to  submit 
to  the  country.  I  know  how  small  a 
portion  of  the  savings  effected  is  due  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  himself. 
The  greater  portion  of  the  credit  must 
be  given  to  the  Departments  that  have 
BO  well  used  the  money  entrusted  to 
them  by  Parliament.  I  am  also  thank- 
ful— and  as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
I  say  this — not  as  a  Member  of  the 
Cabinet — I  am  especially  grateful  to 
the  Foreign  Minister  that  we  have  been 
able  to  keep  out  of  those  petty  wars 
which  break  in  so  unexpectedly  some- 
times upon  the  assets  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  which  upset  his 
best  calculations  and  destroy  his  most 
sanguine  hopes. 

1  now  pass  to  the  coming  year,  and  I 
have  to  deal,  in  the  first  place,  with  the 
Estimates  of  Expenditure.  These  are 
mostly  known  to  the  Committee;  but 
perhaps  it  may  be  for  the  convenience 
of  hon.  Members  that  I  should  read 
them  out  in  order  to  bring  them  within 
one  focus. 

Upon  the  Consolidated  Fund  Charges 
wo  estimate  the  expenditure  at 
£27,861,000.  The  Army,  £16,700,000; 
Ordnance  Factories,  £30,000 ;  the 
Na\7,  £13,083,000  ;  Civil  Services, 
£18,145,000  ;  Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue,  £2,740,000  ;  Post  Office, 
£5,067,000  ;  Telegraph  Service, 
£2,037,000;  Packet  Service,  £641,000 
—total,  £59,049,000.  The  total  Ex- 
penditure, therefore,  is  estimated  — 
if  you  add  these  figures  together — at 
£86,910,000,  or  a  diminution  of 
£514,000  as  compared  with  the  actual 
Expenditure  of  the  present  year.  I  do 
not  think  I  need  comment  on  any  of  the 
increases  or  decreases  in  the  Services, 
as  those  will  be  discussed  in  connection 
with  the  various  Estimates  when  they 
are  proposed  to  the  House,  and  I  have 
so  much  work  before  me  that  I  do  not 
think  it  is  worth  while  to  venture  into  the 
subject.     I  will  only  point  out  that  the 

Mr,  Ooschen 


increase  in  the  Eevenue  Departments, 
£38,000,  is  due  entirely  to  the  fact  that 
the  triennial  valuation  that  has  to  be 
made  increases  the  cost  of  the  Inland 
Eevenue  Department.  For  Post  Office 
and  Telegraphs  there  is  an  increase  of 
£361,000,  which  is  largely  due  to  sites 
for  new  buildings  necessitated  by  the 
extension  of  the  Parcel  Post  system.  I 
regret  to  say  that  in  our  Estimates  of 
Eevenue  we  have  not  been  able  to  in- 
crease the  Post  Office  revenue  by  the 
same  amount  as  the  expenditure.  That 
is  not  satisfactory  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  I  commend  it  to  the 
attention  of  those  hon.  Members  who 
think  that  the  Post  Office  is  a  Depart- 
ment which  is  always  giving  a  growing 
surplus,  and  on  which  constant  new 
demands,  therefore,  may  safely  be  made. 
Now,  Mr.  Courtney,  having  dealt  with 
the  Expenditure,  and  before  I  pass  to 
the  Eevenue  of  the  coming  year,  I  wish 
to  refer  to  two  other  matters  which 
more  or  less  touch  Expenditure.  Tho 
one  is  the  Imperial  Defence  Bill — the 
proposals  made  by  my  right  hon.  Friends 
the  First  Lord  of  tho  Admiralty  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  in  connec- 
tion with  the  defences  of  the  Kingdom 
and  the  Colonies.  They  have  already 
stated  the  main  outlines  of  their  scheme, 
and  they  have  informed  the  House  that 
the  money  required  for  it  would  be 
raised,  as  the  money  for  the  localization 
I  of  the  Forces  was  raised,  by  temporary 
loans.  They  did  not,  however,  state  any 
details.  In  the  case  of  the  Navy,  the 
money  will  be  borrowed  and  repaid  by 
an  annuity  running  for  1 0  years,  charged 
against  the  Navy  Estimates  every  year. 
There  will  be  no  material  charge  until 
the  year  1889.  The  Committee  may  re- 
member that  the  ships  are  to  be  at  the 
absolute  disposal  of  the  Admiralty  at 
the  end  of  the  10  years.  By  the  end  of 
the  10  years  this  annuity  will  cease,  and 
the  whole  amount  will  be  paid  off.  There 
will  thus  be  an  annuity  on  the  Navy 
Estimates  for  10  years ;  but  against  that 
there  will  be  received  £35,000  from  the 
Colonics  in  respect  of  the  ships,  and  the 
sum  of  £91,000  annually  to  equip  and 
maintain  these  ships.  Thus  there  will 
bo  a  Eot-olT  to  the  Navy  Estimates  in 
respect  of  these  ships.  The  dause  will 
be  as  follows  : — 


"  The  Treasury  shall  from  time  to  Umeii 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fond  of  the  Unitsd 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  or  tiM 
grov^iog  produce  thereof ,  such  siiinii  not  <R« 
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ceeding  in  the  whole  the  sum  of  eight  hundred 
and  fifty  thousand  pounds,  as  may  be  required 
by  the  Admiralty  for  the  purpose  of  building, 
arming,  and  completing  for  sea  the  vessels 
mentioned  in  articles  six  and  seven  of  the 
Australasian  Agreement. 

'*  The  sums  so  issued  shall  bo  treated  as  an 
advance,  and  shall  be  repaid  to  the  Consolidated 
Fund  out  of  the  moneys  annually  provided  by 
Parliament  for  naval  services  by  an  annuity  of 
such  amount  as  will  repay  the  same,  with  in- 
terest at  three  per  cent  per  annum,  within 
twelve  years  from  the  end  of  the  financial  year 
in  which  the  first  of  the  said  sums  was  issued. 

"  All  sums  received  from  the  Governments  of 
the  Australasian  Colonies  in  pursuance  of  the 
Australasian  Agreement  in  respect  of  the 
annual  sum  either  of  thirty-five  thousand 
pounds  or  of  ninety- one  thousand  pounds  men- 
tioned in  article  seven  of  the  agreement,  shall 
bo  applied,  under  the  directions  of  the  Treasury, 
as  an  appropriation  in  aid  of  naval  expendi- 
ture." 

Tlius  it  will  be  seen  that  do  permanent 
addition,  but  only  a  slight  temporary 
addition,  will  bo  made  to  our  expendi- 
ture by  these  proposals,  and  that  oven 
this  slight  addition  will  have  something 
to  counterbalancd  it.  I  may  here  say 
that  it  is  extremely  important  to  every- 
body to  embody  this  arrangement  in  an 
Act,  because  the  Colonial  Parliaments 
have  passed  Acts  to  carry  out  their  part 
of  tho  arrangement ;  and  it  seems  right 
that  the  Imperial  Parliament  should  not 
leave  this  money  to  be  voted  year  by 
year,  but  that  once  for  all  the  expendi- 
ture should  be  sanctioned  for  carrying 
out  our  part  of  the  bargain,  which  we 
believe  is  satisfactory  from  a  pecuniary 
point  of  view,  and  also  very  decidedly 
from  the  Imperial  point  of  view,  as 
establishing  the  principle  that  the  Colo- 
nies should  assist  very  materially  in  the 
general  naval  defence  of  the  Empire. 
In  the  case  of  the  Army  requirements, 
the  interest  on  the  money  borrowed  will 
be  provided  for  in  the  Army  Estimates ; 
but  means  have  to  be  provided  for  pay- 
ing off  the  capital.  Now,  I  lay  down 
this  doctrine,  which  will  be,  I  am  sure, 
endorsed  by  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  and  by  the  House  gene- 
rally, mat  this  money  should  be  borrowed 
for  a  term  which  is  shorter  than  the 
probable  duration  of  the  works  which 
are  to  be  executed  by  means  of  this  ex- 
penditure. It  ought  to  be  borrowed  and 
paid  off  within  a  reasonably  short  time. 
Now,  I  will  submit  to  the  House  how  I 
propose  to  do  it.  There  is  one  national 
asset  which  has  never  yet  been  brought 
into  account  at  its  roal  value,  and  I  do 
not  believe  there  are  20  Gentlemen  in 
Housey  apart  from  those  who  had 


something  to  do  with  tho  transaction  at 
the  time,  who  are  aware  of  the  roal 
value  of  that  asset.  I  am  referring  to 
the  asset  which  we  posses?  in  the 
176,000  shares  we  hold  in  the  Suez  Canal. 
Now,  the  position  as  to  those  shares,  at 
present,  is  as  follows: — £4,000,000 
was  raised  to  pay  for  these  shares ; 
but,  inasmuch  as  we  were  to  draw 
no  dividends  in  respect  of  them  till 
1894,  we  receive  an  annual  payment  up 
to  1894  from  Egypt  of  £200,000,  or  .5 
pei'cent,  on  the  £4,000,000,  3 J  per  cent 
of  which  goes  to  pay  the  interest,  while 
1^  is  treated  as  a  Sinking  Fund.  The 
£4,000,000  has  by  this  time  been  re- 
duced to  £3,200,000.  Tho  shares,  on 
the  other  haad,  which  are  £20  shares, 
and  which,  when  they  were  bought,  were 
worth  about  £27,  yielding  a  dividend  of 
5  per  cent  on  their  par  value,  are  now 
worth  £84  each,  and  yield  about  15  per 
cent  on  their  par  value.  Wo  shall 
come  into  a  revenue  of  £570,000  per 
annum  on  these  shares  from  1894,  un- 
less there  should  be  any  fall  in  the 
revenue  of  the  Cdnal,  a  contingency 
which  we  do  not  anticipate.  At  all 
events,  we  anticipate  that  instead  of  re- 
ceiving £200,000  a-year,  as  at  present, 
we  shall,  after  1894,  be  in  receipt  of  a 
revenue  of  £570,000  a-year.  I  do  not 
think  I  stated  just  now  that  the  actuarial 
value  of  the  shares  at  the  present 
moment  is  £10,500,000— a  comfortable 
nest-egg,  I  think  I  may  say,  and  some 
set-off  against  the  expenditure  which 
has  been  incurred  in  connection  with 
Egypt.  Now,  let  the  Committee  realize 
how  we  stand  at  the  present  moment. 
Wo  have  this  debt,  £3,200,000,  and  we 
are  receiving  towards  the  liquidation  of 
it  £200,000  a-year.  What  I  wish  to 
submit  to  the  Committee  is  this — that 
we  should  destroy  and  put  an  end  to  the 
present  artificial  system,  to  this  debt  on 
which  we  are  paying  3i  per  cent- 
that  we  should  pay  that  off,  except  as 
much  as  will  be  paid  off  before 
1894  by  the  £200,000  a-year,  so  that  we 
shall  have,  when  1891  arrives,  this 
whole  asset  of  the  Suez  Canal  shares 
clear  of  all  liability  whatever,  and  giving 
us  a  revenue  of  £570,000  a-year.  I 
propose  to  utilize  that  revenue  for  tho 
purpose  of  discharging  the  new  debt  of 
£2,300,000  which  is  required  for  the  for- 
tification of  the  ports  and  coaling  stations. 
Its  amount  will  be  £2,300,000,  and  it 
will  be  seen  that  in  four  years  or  four 
and  a-half  years  after  1894  the  Exche- 
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quor  Bills  or  Bonds  raised  to  provide  that 
sum  will  bo  paid  oCF  out  of  this  revenue, 
which  is  at  present  totally  unpledged, 
and  we  shall  be  able  to  raise  this  loan, 
and  wipe  it  out  entirely,  without  placing 
any  burden  whatever  upon  the  taxpayers. 
We  shall  simply  make  use  of  the  divi- 
dends of  the  Suez  Canal  shares  for  four 
and  a-half  years  after  we  begin  to  re- 
ceive them  to  pay  off  a  loan  incurred 
for  the  defence  of  the  Empire.  I  trust 
these  proposals  will,  when  examined — 
and,  of  course,  they  must  be  carefully 
examined — commend  themselves  to  the 
Committee  ;  but  I  think,  at  all  events,  I 
carry  out  in  these  proposals  my  promise 
that  the  loan  should  be  paid  off  very 
quickly  and  on  very  short  terms,  for  the 
first  moneys  issued  would  begin  to  be 
paid  off  in  1894-5,  six  years  hence, 
and  all  would  be  paid  off  within  10 
years,  and  possibly  within  even  a  shorter 
time. 

There  is  another  expense  which  hon. 
Members  may  think  might  encumber 
the  Kevenue  of  the  coming  year — 
namely,  the  expense  connected  with  the 
Conversion  Scheme  which  I  have  sub- 
mitted to  the  House.  Now,  I  distin- 
guish for  a  moment  between  the  ex- 
penses proper — I  mean  the  agencj^  com- 
mission, bank  charges,  and  matters  of  I 
that  kind — and  the  5».  bonus  which  is  to 
be  given  to  holders  of  Consols  and  Eo- 
duced  who  accept  our  terms.  I  propose 
to  charge  these  first-mentioned  expenses 
against  the  first  economies  on  interest 
which  we  shall  receive,  and  which  will 
begin  on  the  1st  of  April  in  the  year 
after  this.  With  regard  to  the  bonus, 
had  the  bonus  been  larger,  it  would,  of 
course,  have  been  treated  as  an  addition 
to  the  capital  of  the  Funded  Debt ;  but 
being  so  small  in  amount,  at  the  outside 
£980,000,  it  will  be  paid  in  cash,  and 
thereifore  any  addition  to  tho  Funded 
Debt  will  be  avoided.  From  whatever 
source,  however,  the  money  may  be 
taken,  and  whatever  liability  the  bonus 
may  involve,  very  nearly  an  equal  sum 
has  already  been  secured  as  a  set-off  by 
a  further  operation  preparatory  to  and 
connected  with  the  Conversion  Scheme — 
that  is  to  say,  there  is  what  again  I  will 
call  a  nest-egg  which  has  not  been  taken 
into  account,  and  which  may  amount  to 
nearly  £1,000,000;  that  is  the  premium 
or  additional  value  on  the  Local  Loan 
Stock,  whether  realized  or  not  realized, 
at  this  moment.  There  has  already 
been  netted  in  respeot  of  the  issue  of 
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Local  Loan  Stock  the  sum  of  £150,000. 
There  is  still  £18,000,000  of  the  Stock 
in  the  hands  of  the  National  Debt  Com- 
missioners, on  which,  if  you  put  the 
premium  at  4  per  cent,  which  is  a  very 
moderate  estimate  as  compared  with  the 
price  of  Consols,  you  get  £720,000,  or, 
in  all,  £870.000.  However  that  profit 
may  be  treated,  I  wish  to  show  that 
by  the  issue  of  this  Local  Loans  Stock, 
which  stands  at  a  premium,  you  have 
got  an  asset  of  about  equal  value  as  a 
set-off  against  the  5«.  bonus  which  may 
be  granted  to  the  holders  of  Consols 
and  Eeduced.  No  addition  to  our 
liabilities  will  have  been  made.  If  the 
whole  profit  arising  from  the  issue  of 
Local  Loans  Stock  were  left  in  the 
hands  of  the  Saving  Banks  Trus- 
tees, their  position  would  be  so  strength- 
ened that  it  might  no  longer  be  neces- 
sary to  retain  tho  annuity  of  £83,000 
to  make  up  the  deficiency  on  the 
Savings  Banks.  Accordingly,  we  should 
have  so  much  more  for  tho  reduction  of 
our  general  expenditure.  I  will  not 
elaborate  the  point ;  but  I  wish  to  show 
the  Committee  that,  through  tho  ope- 
ration of  the  issue  of  Stock  at  a  premium, 
you  will  have  an  asset  of  about  equal 
amount  to  set  against  the  liability  in 
respect  of  the  5».  per  cent  bonus. 
[Mr.  Childers  :  Hear,  hear !]  If 
my  right  hon.  Friend  does  not  fol- 
low me,  I  am  sure  there  is  no  one 
in  tho  House  who  will  be  able  to  do 
so.  I  am  afraid  I  am  wearying  the 
patience  of  the  Committee  by  the 
slow  rate  at  which  I  am  getting  on 
with  my  story  ;  but  I  trust  that  I  shall 
be  able  now  to  travel  somewhat  faster 
over  the  ground. 

Now,  having  shown  the  total  Expen- 
diture to  the  Committee,  I  come  to  the 
interesting  point  of  the  estimated  Be- 
venue  of  the  coming  year.  I  will  give 
the  totals  first,  without  going  into  details. 
I  estimate  the  Customs  at  £19,800,000, 
or  £170,000  more  than  the  receipts  of 
the  current  year ;  Excise  at  £25,560,000, 
less  by  £37,000  than  the  receipts  of  the 
present  year;  Stamps  at  £12,740,000, 
or  £200,000  less  ;  Land  Tax,  £1,046,000, 
less  by  £4,000 ;  House  Duty,  £1,890,000, 
the  sa;ne  as  the  present  year ;  Income 
Tax,  £13,820,000,  or  £520,000  less, 
owing,  of  course,  to  the  fact  that  the 
arrears  will  be  taken  at  Id.  instead  of 
8c/.  That  gives  a  total  produce  of  taxes 
of  £74,856,000,  showing  a  decrease  of 
£591,000  as  compared  with  the  ouzrenk 
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year.  Tho  Post  Office  revenue  I  plac 
at  £8,800,000,  or  £150,000  more 
than  this  year  ;  Telegraph  Service, 
£2,000,000,  or  an  increase  of  £50,000  ; 
Crown  Lands,  £390,000,  the  same 
as  this  year;  Interest  on  the  pur- 
chase of  the  Suez  Canal  shares, 
£241,000,  which  is  about  £1,000 
less  than  this  year ;  Miscellaneous, 
£3,000,000,  an  increase  of  £90,000; 
iJie  total  produce  of  the  Non-Tax 
Bevenue  thus  being  £14,431,000,  or 
an  increase  of  £289,000.  The  total 
Bovenueis,  therefore,  £89,287,000,  or 
£302,000  less  than  in  the  current  year. 
I  do  not  think  that  the  Committee  will 
be  surprised  that  the  total  estimated 
Bevenue  is  placed  at  a  lower  figure 
than  in  the  actual  year,  because,  though 
there  is  some  improvement  in  trade,  it 
has  certainly  not  yet  developed  to  such 
an  extent  that  a  prudent  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  wish  to  swell  his 
Estimates  on  the  faith  of  it.  The  only 
items  of  substantial  increase  in  the  pro- 
dace  of  taxes  are  under  the  head  of 
Customs — namely,  in  respect  of  tobacco 
and  of  tea.  I  estimate  £130,000  more 
for  tobacco  and  £82,000  more  for  tea. 
I  rely  on  it  that  the  consumption  of 
tobacco  will  be  stimulated  by  the  fact 
that  the  Watering  Clauses  will  come 
into  full  effect  in  the  ensuing  year; 
and  in  tea  I  allow  for  the  ordinary 
increase  which  has  been  justified  by 
previous  years.  On  the  other  items, 
except  spirits,  of  which  I  have  not  yet 
spoken,  there  is  no  increase  or  decrease. 
With  respect  to  the  drink  revenue, 
though  there  has  been  no  decrease  in 
the  year  just  about  to  end,  I  am 
not  prepared  to  say  that  the  downward 
movement  has  been  permanently 
arrested.  I  estimate  £30,000  less  for 
home-made  spirits,  and  £30,000  less  for 
foreign  spirits.  Beer  I  put  at  the 
same  figure  as  last  year.  The  past 
year  was  Leap  Year,  which  gave  an 
additional  day  in  which  to  consume 
beer,  and  it  was  also,  as  I  have  said, 
the  Jubilee  year.  Against  that  we 
have  the  ordinary  increase  of  popula- 
tion, and  I  think  it  is  a  safe  estimate 
to  take  beer  at  the  same  figure  as 
before ;  but  I  do  not  think  I  should 
be  justified  in  increasing  the  estimate. 
With  regard  to  Stamps,  I  take  off 
£320,000  from  tho  Death  Duties,  in 
view  of  the  abnormal  produce  of  the 
Probate  Duty  in  the  present  year. 
Bat,  on  tha  other  hand,  I  allow  for  an 


increase  of  £120,000  in  general  stamps, 
which,  it  seems  to  me,  is  a  fair  and 
moderate  increase  to  take — less,  I 
think,  than  the  normal  increase ;  and 
the  general  effect  is  that  under  the  head 
of  stamps  generally  I  allow  for  a  net 
decrease  of  £200,000.  Licences,  Land 
Tax,  and  House  Duty  are  practically 
unchanged.  I  need  not  say  more  in 
regard  to  the  Income  Tax  than  I  have 
already  explained  to  the  Comraittoo. 
The  diminution  will  be  £520,000  ;  but 
that  is  due  to  the  fact  that  the  arrears 
last  yenr  were  taken  at  8rf.,  while  this 
year  they  will  be  taken  at  Id,  The 
new  valuation  on  Schedule  A,  which  is 
going  to  take  place  this  year,  will  some- 
what increase  the  revenue  from  Income 
Tax  as  regards  house  property;  but 
I  must  set  that  off  against  the  pro- 
bability that  there  will  be  a  reduction 
with  regard  to  landed  property,  and  so 
I  allow  for  a  total  diminution  of 
£520,000. 

To  sum  up  the  Revenue  for  tho 
coming  year,  there  is  an  estimated 
improvement  on  Customs  of  £170,000, 
against  a  loss  on  receipts  from  other 
taxes  of  £761,000 ;  therefore  the  tax 
estimate  is  worse  by  £591,000.  On  the 
other  side,  there  is  an  expected  improve- 
ment in  non-tax  receipts  of  £289,000. 
The  total  receipts  in  1887-8  were 
£89,589,000;  I  estimate  for  1888-9. 
£89,287,000,  showing  a  decrease  of 
£302,000.  On  the  other  hand,  if  hon. 
Members  will  carry  their  minds  back, 
there  is  also  a  decrease  in  Expenditure 
of  £514,000.  I  am  now  able,  therefore, 
to  come  to  my  estimated  balance  for  the 
coming  year  on  the  existing  basis  of 
taxation.  I  do  not  think  I  need  read 
the  figures  over  again.  The  total  taxes 
are  £74,856,000;  the  total  Non-Tax 
Revenue  is  £14,431,000,  making 
together  £89,287,000.  The  total  Ex- 
penditure is  £86,910,000,  showing  a 
surplus  on  the  existing  basis  of  taxation 
of  £2,377,000. 

And  now,  Mr.  Courtney,  I  come  to  a 
part  of  my  Statement  which  may  be  of 
more  interest  to  hon.  Members  than  the 
accounts  of  last  year,  or  even  of  the 
coming  year  on  the  existing  basis  of 
taxation,  for  they  will  be  more  inte- 
rested to  know  what  the  result  of  the 
National  Balance  Sheet  will  be  on  the 
future  basis  of  taxation  in  connection  with 
the  changes  which  we  propose  to  intro- 
duce. And  here,  Mr. Oourtney,I am  placed 
in  a  somewhat  unpleasant  position — 
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namely,  that,  having  a  satisfactory 
balance  of  £2,377,000  to  dispose  of,  I 
see  havoc  and  devastation  wrought  upon 
that  balance  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  Eitcbie).  There  are  many 
schemes  of  relief  from  taxation  which  I 
would  most  gladly  have  imdertakon; 
but  the  claims  of  my  right  hon.  Friend's 
clients,  the  ratepayers,  ondorsod  as  they 
have  been  by  successive  Parliaments  for 
many  years  past,  it  has  been  impossible 
to  ignore ;  and,  consequently,  I  have 
now  for  a  short  time  to  abandon  my 
position  as  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  to  place  before  the  Committee  some 
information  with  regard  to  the  Local 
Budget,  or  rather — I  say  it  to  my  own 
distress,  and  I  fear  to  the  distress  of 
those  who  have  to  listen  to  mo — to  two 
Local  Budgets,  because  we  have  to  make 
both  a  provisional  arrangement  for  the 
coming  financial  year,  and  a  per- 
manent arrangement  which  will  take 
effect  when  the  Local  Authorities  have 
come  into  power  after  their  election  on 
the  Ist  of  April,  1889.  I  may  have  to 
travel  over  some  ground  which  has 
already  been  travelled  over  by  my  right 
hon.  Friend;  but,  perhaps,  it  will  be 
agreeable  to  the  Committee  to  hear  how 
we  shall  stand  as  regards  local  finances 
in  somewhat  more  detail. 

Now,  first  as  to  the  permanent  plan, 
which  is  to  come  into  operation  on 
the  1st  of  April,  1889,  after  the  new 
authorities  are  in  power.  Under  it  we 
begin  our  re-adjustment  of  Imperial 
and  Local  Taxation  by  taking  away 
from  the  localities  grants  in  aid 
amounting  to  £2,600,000.  We  shall 
remove  this  charge  entirely  from  the 
Imperial  Budget.  I  am  sure  most  of 
the  Committee  and  most  of  my  right 
hon.  Friends  opposite  will  agree  that  it 
is  bad  finance  to  have  the  same  expen- 
diture appearing  in  two  accounts.  This 
£2,600,000 — I  am  speaking,  of  course, 
in  round  numbers  —  appears  in  the 
first  instance  as  Imperial  expenditure ; 
and,  secondly,  it  appears  again  in  its 
proper  place  as  local  expenditure,  and 
by  adding  up  both  you  get  a  higher 
figure  than  the  real  exponditure,  because 
of  this  double  entry.  Wo  propose  in 
future  to  separate  the  two  entirely. 
As  I  was  saying,  we  withdraw  from 
Local  Authorities  grants  amounting  to 
£2,600,000.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  we 
give  up  to  the  County  Authorities  exist- 
ing licences  bringing  in  £3,000,000,  and 
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there  will  be  some  new  licences  amount- 
ing, in  round  numbers,  to  £800,000; 
or,  in  all,  £3,800,000.  The  existing 
licences  which  we  propose  to  give 
up  are  of  two  kinds.  One  portion, 
amounting  to  £1,400,000,  of  which  pub- 
licans' licences  form  the  bulk,  will  be 
collected  by  the  County  Authorities,  and 
may  be  increased  to  a  certain  limited 
extent  at  the  discretion  of  those  autho- 
rities. The  other  portion,  amounting  to 
about  £1,600,000,  of  which  the  main 
items  are  the  dog,  gun,  and  game 
licences,  and  the  Carriage  Tax,  will 
still  be  collected  by  the  Inland  He- 
venue,  and  the  County  Authorities  will 
have  no  power  to  increase  them,  be- 
cause they  are  licences  which  must  con- 
tinue the  same  over  the  wholeof  theUnited 
Kingdom.  It  would  not  do,  for  instance, 
to  have  one  licence  tax  raised  in  Norfolk, 
and  another  at  a  different  rate  raised  in 
Kent,  considering  how  people  move  to 
and  fro  in  this  country.  It  would  not  be 
fair  or  practicable  to  have  these  licences 
raised  by  the  counties,  and  varying  in 
different  counties.  Consequently,  these 
taxes,  although  local  in  their  character, 
will  be  raised  by  Imperial  agency  ;  but 
in  both  cases  the  counties  will  receive 
the  proceeds  of  the  licence  duties. 
But  with  regard  to  this  point  I  may 
say  there  is  a  clause  in  the  Bill,  which 
hon.  Members  will  see  to-morrow,  which 
will  clear  up  any  doubts  in  regard  to 
the  manner  in  which  these  licences  will 
be  localized. 

I  now  come  to  what  may  be  a  more  in- 
teresting point,  and  that  is  the  promise  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  that  a  sub- 
stantial sum  should  be  contributed  from 
personal  property  to  the  relief  of  local 
taxation.  It  has  been  the  dream  of 
reformers  of  local  taxation  to  make 
personalty  contribute  to  local  expendi- 
ture. I  understand  that  many  Chan- 
cellors of  the  Exchequer  have  tried  to 
see  whether  they  could  carry  out  a 
system  of  local  Income  Tax;  but  I 
understand  that  all  have  broken  down. 
I  ought,  perhaps,  to  ask  a  preliminary 
question — but  I  cannot  dwell  upon  the 
point — to  what  extent  the  ratepayers 
are  entitled  to  the  relief  which  is  to  be 
given  them  ?  My  right  boo.  Friend  did 
not  discuss  that  subject,  and  it  is  so  large 
a  one  that  I  think  the  Committee  inll 
excuse  me  if  I  do  not  now  go  into  ii 
But  I  must  enter  a  protest  against  the 
suggestion  which  has  been  put  forward 
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in  some  quarters  thafc  this  relief  of 
local  taxation  is  simply  to  be  a  gift  to 
the  squirearchy.  On  the  contrary,  a 
very  large  portion  of  this  relief  will  ^o 
to  the  poorest  ratepayers  in  some  of  the 
poorest  towns  of  the  Kingdom.  During 
the  whole  of  the  conflict  which  has 
raged  round  this  question  it  has  always 
been  maintained  that  the  towns  have  a 
ratepayer's  grievance  as  well  as  the  coun- 
try. There  is  also  this  distinction — and  it 
is  one  for  which  I  have  myself  strenu- 
ously contended — that  while  a  large  por- 
tion of  rates  are  hereditary  burdens, 
subject  to  which  property  has  been 
bought  and  sold,  and  which,  therefore, 
should  come  distinctly  from  the  pocketu 
of  the  landlord,  on  the  other  hand,  there 
has  of  late  yoars  been  an  enormous  in- 
crease in  the  rates  which  was  not  fore- 
seen by  Parliament,  and  which,  as  it 
results  not  from  the  legislation  of  the 
past,  but  of  the  present,  is  distinctly  not 
a  hereditary  burden.  It  has  been  imposed 
by  recent  Parliaments,  and  imposed  on 
land  and  houses  alone,  to  the  advantage 
of  personalty,  not  on  any  ground  of  prin- 
ciple, but  simply  because  Parliament  has 
not  been  able  to  devise  means  of  making 
the  latter  kind  of  property  contribute  in 
any  substantial  degree,  except  by  the 
obnoxious  system  of  grants  in  aid,  to 
local  taxation.  The  situation  has  thus 
greatly  changed  of  recent  years.  Hon. 
Members  will  remember  that  between 
1868  and  this  year  rates  have  risen  from 
between  £16,000,000  and  £17,000,000 
to  £26,000,000  or  more ;  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  any  relief  which  Parlia- 
ment would  be  ready  to  give,  and  cer- 
tainly no  relief  we  shall  propose,  would 
be  equal  to  those  additional  charges 
which  have  been  placed  during  the  last 
25  years  upon  rateable  property.  I 
make  this  protest  against  the  suggestion 
that  our  proposal  is  oue  for  the  relief  of 
hereditary  burdens  which  ought  to  be 
borne  by  the  landowner,  and  here  I  must 
make  another  remark  as  to  that  portion 
of  rateable  property  which  consists  of 
land.  Land  has  depreciated  enormously 
in  value  since  former  comparisons  were 
made  with  regard  to  the  contributions 
of  real  and  personal  property.  Those 
comparisons  were  made  when  rates  were 
lower  and  land  more  valuable,  and  there- 
fore are  not  applicable  to  the  situation 
which  exists  now.  I  trust  that  the  relief 
which  we  are  giving,  'and  which  will 
go  in  part  to  the  towns  and  in  part  to 
the  coimtie8|  will  not  be  represented  as 
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given  merely  to  one  interest  and  one 
class  of  property.  "What  we  believe 
we  have  done  in  the  proposal  we  have 
submitted  to  Parliament  is  to  offer  relief 
to  all  ratepayers,  bearing  in  mind  that 
Parliament  has  declared  that  the  time 
has  come  when  other  property  should 
be  brought  in  to  assist  in  bearing  the 
burden  that  now  rests  exclusively  on 
land  and  houses. 

Well,  then,  how  is  this  to  be  done  ? 
How  is  this  contribution  from  personal 
property,  of  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
spoke,  to  be  effected  ?  I  have  said  that 
a  local  Income  Tax  seemed  to  be  an 
impossible  idea.  The  next  idea,  and  one 
which  has  been  a  very  favourite  one,  is 
that  you  might  raise  Id.j  or  auy  other 
sum,  by  the  Imperial  Income  Tax, 
and  then  allocate  it  for  local  purposes. 
But  I  will  state  what  I  consider  to  be  a 
fatal  objection  to  that  plan.  Income  Tax 
is  largely  paid  in  respect  of  land  and 
houses,  the  very  property  upon  which 
those  rates  chiefly  fall  which  we  are 
anxious  to  relieve,  so  that  by  means 
of  an  Income  Tax  you  would  be  simply 
taking  away  with  one  hand  what  you 
were  granting  with  the  other.  Again, 
there  is  another  objection  to  the  ar- 
rangement by  means  of  Income  Tax, 
and  that  is  that  it  is  largely  charged 
upon  earnings,  and  that  it  weighs  very 
heavily  upon  the  struggling  middle  class, 
upon  -whom  the  rates  also  fall  very 
heavily.  I  have  a  strong  opinion  that 
Income  Tax  falls  very  severely  upon  pro- 
fessional men  and  upon  the  lower  middle 
class.  They,  perhaps,  feel  the  burden  of 
taxation  as  severely  as  any  class  of  the 
community ;  hence  the  Government  are 
not  prepared  to  propose  that  relief 
should  be  provided  out  of  the  Income 
Tax.  What  we  have  rather  to  look  to 
is  to  get  at  realized  personalty — personal 
property  which  is  yielding  income,  and 
not  personal  earnings.  Now,  there  is 
one  tax  which  falls  exclusively  on 
realized  personalty,  and  that  is  the  Pro- 
bate Duty,  and  wo  propose  to  give  up 
permanently  to  the  Local  Authorities 
one-half  of  the  Probate  Duty.  That  is 
the  manner  in  which  we  propose  to  assist 
I  local  taxation— through  the  means  of  a 
tax  which  is  distinctly  seen  to  be  derived 
from  realized  property.  I  hope  that  the 
Committee  will  understand  that  if  we 
give  half  of  the  Probate  Duty  to  the 
Local  Authorities,  we  do  not  intend  to 
take  the  whole  of  that  half  for  England 
alone.    Scotland  and  Ireland  must  be 
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considered  too.  We  take  the  share  of 
England,  for  reasons  I  will  presently 
explain,  at  80  per  cent,  or  four-fifths,  of 
the  Probate  l)uty.  The  total  for  the 
year  1888-9  is  estimated  at  £4,260,000, 
Half  of  that  is  £2,130,000,  and  the 
share  of  England,  or  80  per  cent,  is 
£1,701,000.  And  here  I  want  to  point 
out  that  an  additional  advantage  of 
giving  a  portion  of  tho  Probate  Duty  in 
relief  of  local  taxation  is  that  this  duty 
is  not  a  stationary  but  a  rising  and  im- 
proving duty.  It  is  but  a  very  few  years 
ago  that  the  duty  only  amounted  to 
£3,700,000,  while  last  year  it  was  about 
£4,500,000.  Therefore,  if  local  finance 
shares  with  Imperial  finance  in  the 
Probate  Duty,  there  will  be  this  con- 
stant hope  for  tho  ratepayer — that  as 
personal  property  increases,  tho  contri- 
bution which  he  will  receive  will  in- 
crease in  proportion,  and  he  will  have  a 
growing  participation  in  tho  realized 
wealth  of  the  country. 

I  can  now  sum  up  to  the  Committee 
the  permanent  arrangement  which  will 
eomo  into  force  in  April,  1889.  It  will 
be  this.  The  licences,  both  transferred 
and  now,  which  will  be  at  the  disposal 
of  the  Local  Authorities,  will  bring  in 
£3,800,000 ;  half  of  the  Probate  Duty, 
£1,700,000— total,  £5,500,000;  but  from 
this  wo  must  take  the  present  grants, 
amounting  to  £2,600,000,  which  will 
leave  a  net  gain  in  relief  of  local  taxa- 
tion of  £2,900,000  for  England  and 
Wales.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Local  Government  Board 
(Mr.  Eitohie)  said  £3,000,000.  If  there 
is  any  increase  whatever  in  the  course  of 
the  two  years  in  the  Probate  Duty  the 
relief  will  amount  to  £3,000,000.  and 
tho  total  at  tho  disposal  of  the  Local 
Authorities  will  be  £5,600,000,  for,  as  I 
have  shown,  mine  is  a  minimum  osti- 
mato. 

At  this  point  I  must  ask  the  Com- 
mittee to  follow  me  in  a  matter  which 
takes  me  again  away  for  a  moment  from 
the  Local  to  the  Imperial  Budget.  The 
Committee  is  aware  that  there  has 
always  been  a  double  controversy  going  on 
—two  parallel  and  simultaneous  griev- 
ances with  regard  to  tho  burdens  borne 
by  realty  and  personalty  respectively. 
The  friends  of  the  ratepayer  have  always 
complained  that  personal  property  did 
not  contribute  anything  towards  local 
taxation.  But,  on  tho  other  hand,  there 
has  been  a  grievance  on  the  part  of  the 
friends  of  the  Imperial  taxpayer.   They 
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have  said  that  landed  property  did  not 
contribute  its  fair  share  to  Imperial  taxa- 
tion. Now,  what  is  perfectly  obyious  is 
that  the  two  questions  must  bo  treated  to- 
gether. Both  complaints  quite  possibly 
may  have  been  true.  It  may  be  true, 
and  I  believe  it  was  true,  that  personal 
property  did  not  contribute  its  fair  share 
to  local  taxation — that  it  contributed 
scarcely  anything.  On  the  other  hand, 
it  is  equally  true  that  the  Death  Duties 
upon  land  are  considerably  smaller  than 
those  imposed  upon  personal  property. 
Now,  the  Committee  will  see  how  the 
situation  is  varied  by  the  proposal 
which  I  make.  In  future,  the  Probate 
Duty  on  personal  property  for  Imperial 
purposes  will  be  only  1}  per  cent,  instead 
of  3  per  cent — but,  of  course,  there  will 
still  be  the  Legacy  Duty.  The  Succesaion 
Duty  at  tho  present  moment  for  lineals 
is  I  per  cent.  Lineals  are  exempt  from 
the  Legacy  Duty. 

Mu.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Ediu- 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian):  On  the  life  in- 
ter^st 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  Lineals  pay  no 
Legacy  Duty.  The  matter  is  extremely 
complicated ;  but  I  think  I  can  satisfy  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  The  linealp,  in  the 
case  of  the  Succession  Daty,  pay  1  per 
cent. 

Me.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  On  the 
life  interest  only. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  Yes ;  there  is  that 
difference,  I  admit.  But  I  am  not  pro- 
posing to  deal  with  all  the  anomalies 
of  the  Death  Duties.  I  cannot  attempt 
that  task,  as  a  whole,  in  the  present 
Session.  What  I  was  pointing  out  is 
this.  Perhaps  I  can  best  explain  it  by 
going  back  to  the  proposal  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh 
(Mr.  Childers)  in  1885.  He  suggested 
that  the  Succession  Duty  should  be  raised 
from  1  per  eent  to  3  per  cent  in  the  case 
of  lineals,  in  order  to  put  it  on  a  lerel 
with  the  Probate  Duty,  whioh  was  8  per 
cent,  and  which  was  all  (lineals  paying 
no  Legacy  Duty)  that  personal  property 
paid  when  it  passed  to  lineals.  Here- 
after the  Probate  Duty  will  stand  at 
1  i  per  cent.  The  amount  of  the  datf 
remaining  for  Imperial  purposes,  when 
I  transfer  1^  per  cent  to  the  Local 
Authorities,  will  be  1}  per  cent.  As  hx 
as  Imperial  finance  is  concerned,  I  cut 
away  1^  per  cent  from  the  Probata 
Duty.  Thorefoire,  the  differenoe^of 
which  so  much  is  constantly  made— 4»e- 
tween  the  Succession  Duty  and  the  VVh 
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bate  Duty  (apart  from  the  question  of 
life  interest)  will  be  reduced  from  3 
per  cent,  as  against  1  per  cent,  to  1 J  per 
cent,  as  against  1  per  cent ;  and  in  order 
(hat  the  grievance  may  be  met,  I  propose 
that  the  Succession  Duty  shall  be  raised 
J  per  cent,  after  which  the  Succession 
Duty — that  is  to  say,  the  Death  Duty 

Eaid  by  land — will,  in  the  case  of  lineals, 
e  1 J  per  cent,  just  as  the  Probate  Duty, 
which  is  the  only  Death  Duty  paid  by 
lineals  in  respect  of  personalty,  will  be 
I J  per  cent.  I  spoke  of  parallel  griev- 
ances. What  I  propose  is  to  remove  one 
grievance,  that  of  the  local  ratepayer,  by 
handing  him  over  a  portion  of  the  Im- 
perial Death  Duties.  Half  the  Probate 
Duty  is  to  be  paid  to  the  relief  of  local 
burdens.  It  disappears  from  Imperial 
taxation,  and  then,  by  a  slight  increase 
in  the  Succession  Duty,  you  will  have 
equal  rates  on  the  two  kinds  of  pro- 
perty for  Imperial  purposes.  I  effect 
this,  in  the  case  of  lineals,  who  pay  no 
Legacy  Duty,  by  adding  ^  per  cent  to 
the  Succession  Duty,  and  in  the  case  of 
collaterals,  who  do  pay  Legacy  Duty, 
by  adding  1^  per  cent  to  the  Succession 
Duty. 

But  while  I  take  this  step  to  equalize 
the  amount  of  the  contributions  of  real 
and  personal  property,  it  would  not,  I 
think,  be  fair  to  insist  on  a  similar 
method  of  payment  in  both  cases.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  called 
attention  to  one  point  in  which  those 
who  pay  Succession  Duty  are  at  a  con- 
siderable advantage;  but  there  are  others 
in  which  they  stand  at  an  immense  dis- 
advantage. We  cannot  compare  the 
weight  of  the  duty  raised  on  land  with 
the  weight  of  the  duty  resting  on  per- 
sonal property  which  can  bo  sold.  If 
that  difference  ever  existed,  it  exists  in 
tenfold  force  at  the  present  moment, 
when  it  is  so  difficult  to  sell  land,  and 
when  the  value  of  land  is  so  depre- 
ciated. I  cannot  fancy  any  heavier 
harden  than  that  now  resting,  for  in- 
stance, on  the  Irish  landlord,  who  can- 
not sell  his  estate,  who  cannot  collect 
his  rents,  and  who,  nevertheless,  is  liable 
to  Succession  Duty.  While,  therefore,  I 
surest  a  slight  alteration  in  the  amount 
of  the  Succession  Duty,  I  also  pro- 
pose to  give  a  somewhat  longer  time 
— namely  eight,  instead  of  four  years — 
for  the  payment  of  the  duty.  [An 
hon.  Mshbeb:  He  may  sell  a  por- 
tion.! I  think  those  who  are  acquainted 
'With  land  will  know  that  it  is  extremely 


^  difficult  to  sell  a  portion  or  corner  of  an 
estate  in  order  to  realize  a  certain  sum. 
You  cannot  separate  farm  buildings 
from  a  farm  ;  you  may  not  be  able  to  get 
a  proper  rotation  of  crops  ;  and  there  are 
a  hundred  circumstances  besides,  which 
prevent  a  man  from  selling  a  portion  of 
land  in  order  to  meet  a  special  charge. 
To  impose  on  an  heir  the  necessity  of  sell- 
ing part  of  his  land  in  a  hurry  is  to  throw 
on  him  a  heavy  burden  ;  and  if,  without 
sinning  against  any  financial  canon,  we 
can  prevent  that,  while  ^slightly  raising 
the  duty,  I  think  that  is  a  proposal  to 
which  no  strong  objection  can  be  made. 
The  financial  effect  of  the  raising  of  the 
Succession  Duty  by  J  percent  on  lineals, 
and  by  IJ  per  cent  on  collaterals,  in 
order  to  put  it  on  the  same  footing  as 
the  Probate  and  Legacy  Duty,  when  half 
the  Probate  Duty  has  been  handed  over, 
will  not  be  considerable  in  the  coming 
year.  I  put  it  at  £50,000 ;  but  this,  of 
course,  is  a  source  of  income  which  will 
increase  in  subsequent  years. 

Now  I  must  return  to  the  Local 
Budget.  The  contributions  at  present 
coming  to  the  Imperial  Exchequer, 
and  which  are  hereafter  to  go  to  the 
counties,  amount  to  £5,500,000.  The 
Committee  will  remember  of  what  this 
sum  consists.  I  now  have  to  explain 
to  the  Committee  the  distribution  both 
of  the  licences  and  of  the  contribution 
from  the  Probate  Duty,  which  will  go 
to  the  localities.  The  principle  we 
adopt  in  the  distribution  of  the  portion 
which  comes  from  the  Probate  Duty  is 
that  it  shall  be  paid  to  each  county  ac- 
cording to  the  proportion  which  the  in- 
door pauperism  of  that  county  bears  to 
the  indoor  pauperism  of  the  country  as 
a  whole.  This  distribution  has  been 
criticized  as  being  unequal.  It  has  been 
said  that  it  would  very  much  favour 
London,  where  the  proportion  of  indoor 
pauperism  is  much  greater  than  in  any 
other  part  of  the  country.  But  I  par- 
ticularly ask  hon.  Members  to  bear  in 
mind  that  this  distribution  must  not  be 
taken  by  itself,  but  in  connection  with 
the  surrender  of  licences  and  the 
withdrawal  of  the  Imperial  grants.  It 
will  probably  turn  out  that  the  with- 
drawal from  London  of  the  grant  for 
police  will  more  than  neutralize  any 
advantage  London  may  get  from  the 
distribution  of  a  particular  portion  of 
the  funds  to  be  given  up  for  local 
purposes  according  to  indoor  pau- 
perism.    Every    county,    every    Quar- 
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ter   SeeBiona    borougli,    erery  rateable    to  the  vast  majority  of  ratopayers,  the 
area  will  get  some  advantage  under  my    burden  of  theee  now  licences, 
right  hon.  Friend's  (Mr.  Hitcbie'ii)  Bill ;  1      I  pass  now  from  the  permanent  to  the 
but  the  dietributJoa  must  be  looked  at  ,  transitional  arrangement,  which  ia  ren- 
judged  I  dered  necesaary  by  the  circumBtanoes  of 


whole,  and 
Eimply  by  the  allooatiun  of  one 
ticular  part  of  tho  resources  to  be  sur- 
rendered, We  may  look  upon  the  dia- 
tributton  of  this  half  of  the  Probate 
Duty  as  a  corrective  of  tbe  iaequality 
which  may  arise  from  the  exchange  of 
licences  for  grants  in  aid. 

There  ia  a  proposal  that  you  should 
give  thenewmoneyinproportionascouQ- 
ties  and  boroughs  have  been  in  receipt 
of  the  old  grants.  It  seems  to  me  that 
nothing  could  be  more  unjust.  If  there 
were  a  great  lunatio  asylum,  in  a  par- 
ticular county,  receiving  a  considerable 
Imperial  grant,  and  if  you  were  to  say, 
"  This  county  has  been  receiving  so 
mucb,  and  practically,  as  there  is  more 
money  to  be  distributed,  you  must  pay 
in  proportion  to  what  it  has  received 
hitherto,"  you  would  be  offending 
against  every  prinoiple  of  justice.  You 
must  rather  look  to  see  whore  the  shoe 

E inches  most.  Now,  all  grants,  as  I 
ave  explained,  will  disappear  from  the 
National  Excbeqiier.  The  county  will 
pay  them  instead  of  the  Exchequer,  and 
these  grants  will  be  a  first  charge  on 
the  Gevenue  given  up  to  the  county  by 
the  Exchequer.  The  Bevenue  so  given 
up  will,  in  the  next  place,  meet  the  whole 
oast  of  thediaturn  piked  roads, and  will  pay 
the  Ad.  per  head  for  every  indoor  pauper, 
and  what  lemains  over  will  go  to  general 
county  purposes.  For  instance,  where 
there  are  Quarter  tjessions  boroughs  with 
their  own  police,  and  where  the  restof  tho 
county  has  its  own  police,  a  certaiu  por- 
tion of  the  new  grant  will  go  to  the 
Quarter  Sessions,  and  the  remainder 
will  go  to  the  county.  It  will  be  distri- 
buted first  fo  tho  widest  areas,  and  will 
then  descend  to  tho  narrower  areas  ;  so  I 
believe  that  in  the  end  the  county  will 
benefit,  the  Quarter  Sessions  boroughs 
will  benefit,  and  the  District  Councils  will 
benefit,  and  the  ratepayer,  whorever 
he  is  paying  rates,  will  find  that  ho 
has  some  relief.  He  will  find  that  he 
has  relief  in  his  poor  rate,  county  rates, 

feneral  borough  rate,  and  highway  rnto, 
must  beg  hon.  Members  to  bear  all  tliis 
relief  in  mind,  because,  if  there  are  addi- 
tional licence  taxes  to  be  raised,  their 
defence  will  be  in  the  great  amount  of 
the  relief  to  be  given  in  almost  every 
quarter,  and  whioii  will  for  outweigh, 
Mr.  Qotchm 


the  present  year.  The  County  Authori- 
ties, to  whom  the  licences  are  to  be 
handed  over,  do  net  yet  exibt,  and  we 
think  that  to  take  steps  in  order  to 
leave  them  in  possession  of  a  balance 
when  they  come  into  office  would  be 
a  direct  incentive  to  them  to  begin 
with  extravagance.  We  propose,  there- 
fore, to  give  only  so  much  this  year  aa 
can  be  fairly  distributed  and  spent  by 
existing  authorities.  What  we  propose 
to  pay  this  year,  as  explained  by  my 
right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ritchie),  ia  the  Ad. 
per  head  for  every  indoor  pauper,  and  a 
contribution  towards  the  disturnpiked 
main  roads,  together  with  some  oorre* 
sponding  relief  to  the  Metropolie  and 
the  Quarter  Sessiona  boroughs.  For 
this  we  propose  to  give  up  at  once 
one-third— that  is,  1  per  cent— of  the 
Probate  Duty,  and  to  impose  at  ouoa  for 
local  purposes  only,  so  that  they  will 
in  no  way  affeot  the  Budget,  the  new 
licences  which  I  have  yet  to  explaio. 
Roughly  speaking,  I  per  cent  of  the 
Probate  Duty  will  almost  pay  for  the 
indoor  paupers,  and  the  new  lieenoes 
will  be  t!ie  contribution  in  respeotof  the 

Now,  the  justice  of  this  arrangement 
will  become  apparent  when  I  oome  to 
tho  task  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Local  Ooveniment 
Board  (Mr.  Ritchie)  has  left  to  ma — 
namely,  to  describe  the  new  lioenoe 
duties  which  are  to  be  levied.  Before  I 
mention  them  I  must  again  entreat  the 
Committee  to  remember  that  this  ia  not 
a  question  of  Imperial  taxation  or  of 
Imperial  relief,  or  of  Imperial  contribu- 
tion, but  simply  a  question  between  one 
class  of  ratepayers  and  another.  What 
is  raised  by  these  taxes  will  go  to  the 
relief  of  the  ratepayers,  and  to  the  rate- 
payers alone.  The  cardinal  point  of  our 
idea  is  to  look  at  the  fact  that  the  roads 
are  used  gratis  now,  and  that  thoM  who 
use  a  road  contribute  nothing  to  its 
support  except  by  the  highway  rsts^ 
which  falls  equally  on  the  whole  bodv 
of  the  community.  But  ia  it  not  bn 
that  those  who  use  a  n. 
tribute  mote  than  thou 
tho  general  maiah 
If  there  are  60  : 
them  use  a  i 
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we  do  think  it  ia  fair  that  those  who  uae 
the  roads  should  in  this  slight  degree 
contribute  towards  their  repair.  We 
expect  to  derive  £300,nO0  from  this  tax. 
Mr.  CHILDER5  [Edinburgh,  8.): 
Will  the  Wheel  Tax  have  to  be  paid  for 
'  lavy  carta  ia  addition  to  the  &\  duty? 
Mil.  GOSCHEN  :  I  am  obliged  to  my 
right  hoQ.  Friend  for  the  interruption. 
We  think  that  those  heavy  carts  use  the 
roada  to  such  an  extent  that  they  may 
fairly  bear  the  Wheel  Tax  of  2s.  M.  a 
vheel,  as  well  as  the  duty  of  £  I . 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Can- 
terbury) :  Will  farm  waggona  have  to 
pay? 

Mr.  GOSOHEN  :  These  employed  in 
agriculture  on  farms  will  be  excluded.  I 
hope  that  hon.  Membere  will  aee  that 
this  tax  of  £1  10«.  on  theheavieU  carts 
is  not  oscesaive,  for  they  vill  still  be 
paying  leas  than  a  brougham  with  two 
horses,  although  causing  much  more 
wear  and  tear  to  the  roads.  I  have  had 
many  euggestiona  that  bicycles  and 
tricycles  should  be  taxed ;  but  I  have 
not  come  to  any  conclusion  to  impose 
■uch  a  tax.  I  do  not  say  that  there  is 
in  principle  any  objection  to  auch  a  tax, 
and  that  a  tax  on  bicyclea  and  tricycles 
would  not  form  a  proper  source  of  re* 
venue ;  but  I  do  not  like  to  multiply 
little  taxes  of  this  deaoription,  and  I 
recognize  the  great  service  that  has  been 
conferred  on  a  vast  number  of  young 
men,  who,  by  means  of  bicycles  and 
tricycles,  are  enabled  to  explore  the 
country,  so  I  do  not  propose  to  impose 
such  a  tax  as  part  of  the  scheme.  At 
e  time,  however,  as  I  have  said, 
I  do  not  think  there  would  be  any  great 
objection  to  such  a  tax. 

Mb.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  {Done- 
gal, E.) :  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man propose  to  extend  the  Carriage 
Tax  to  Ireland  ? 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  No,  Sir;  I  do  not 
propose  to  extend  tho  Carriage  Tax  to 
Ireland  ;  but  I  vill  deal  with  that  in  a 
momeot.  I  am  obliged  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  reminding  me  that  I  must 
deal  withlreland,  Havinggot  through 
this  first  licence  tax  somewhat  better 
than  I  expected,  I  now  approach  with 

some  trepidation 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  How  much 
will  this  lax  produce? 

Mh.  GOSOHEN:  £150,000. 
Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE :  The  two 
—tho  Cart  Tax  and  tho  Wheel  Tax  ? 
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uae  it  on  horseback  or  on  wheels,  is  it 
not  fair  that  the  10  should  pay  some- 
thing more  as  a  contribution  than  the 
40  ?  Well,  the  Carriage  Tax  ia  one  of 
those  taxes  which  will  be  handed  over 
to  the  Local  Authorities,  and  I  will 
apeak  of  that  in  a  moment.  But  quite 
apart  from  the  Carriage  Tax,  which 
is  a  tax  mainly  on  the  more  luxurious 
carriages — carriages  used  for  pleaaure 
— there  is  at  present  no  tax  on  any 
other  vehicles,  however  mn«h  they 
may  destroy  the  roads,  except  omnibuses 
and  a  certain  number  of  vehicles 
which  ply  for  hire.  But  the  heaviest 
description  of  vehicles — such  as  railway 
vans,  coal  contractors'  carts,  and  vehicles 
of  that  character— [An  hon.  Mbmbek  : 
Brewers  ?J  Yes ;  brewers'  drays  are  a 
good  instance.  These  vehicles  use  up 
the  roade  without  paying  one  shilling 
more  than  anyone  else  for  their  main- 
tenance. Well,  we  propose  to  put  a 
duty  of  £1  a-year  upon  every  vehicle 
exceeding  10  cwt;  in  weight,  a  very 
moderate  limit  to  take.  We  propose 
that  duty  of  £1,  but  with  an  exemption, 
which  has  always  been  made  in  favour 
of  agricultural  carta,  carta  used  by 
fanners  for  the  purposes  of  husbandry 
and  not  for  haulage.  Those  vehicles 
which  are  propelled  on  roads  by  any 
other  means  than  by  horsea  will  alsc 
be  included.  That  is  one  of  the  new  li' 
cences  we  propose,  andl  think  hon.  Mem- 
bers will  acknowledge  that  the  principle 
that  all  those  who  use  the  roads  should 
pay  for  them,  and  should  pay  in  some 
proportion  to  the  wear  and  tear  that 
they  cause,  is  just.  But  I  have  not  yet 
exhausted  the  subject.  We  propose, 
also,  to  pnt  a  very  small  AVheel  Tax 
upon  every  vehicle. 

CoLOHBL  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.) :  Not 
on  carta? 

Hb.  GOSCHEN  :  Yea.  We  propose 
a  duty  of  2s.  C>d.  por  wheel  upon  all  carls 
over  2  cwt.  [Colonel  Nolas  :  Oh  !]  A 
two-wheeled  cart  under  this  proposal 
will  pay  5t.  a-year  towards  the  roads.  I 
mast  aay  that  I  do  not  think,  looking  to 
the  advantage  of  the  other  ratepayers, 
who  have  no  carta,  that  that  is  an  un- 
fair charge.  We  have  put  it  extremely 
low — 5t.  upon  a  two-wheeled  and  10s. 
upon  a  four-wheeled  cart.  Gentlemen's 
carta  and  plaai^ura  carriages  will  continue 
to  pay  higinrdmies — namely,  the  pre- 
sent O&rrJH)  fax,  with  such  modih- 
catiooB  as  1  f  indicate ;  but 
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AtR.  GOSOHEN:  No;  tlie  two  will 
produce  £300,000.  The  tax  on  the 
heavy  carts,  with  which  there  is  abso- 
lutely no  sympathy,  as  far  as  I  can  see, 
will  produce  £150,000,  and  the  light 
vehicles,  which  are  very  lightly  taxed, 
and  with  which  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
sympathy,  will  also  contribute  £150,000, 
making,  in  all,  £300,000. 

I  now  approach  with  some  trepidation 
the  next  licence  duty.  Many  fantastic 
guesses  and  reports  have  been  hazarded 
as  to  the  taxes  about  to  be  imposed, 
and  one  hon.  Member  has  heard  it  re- 
ported, I  believe,  that  it  would  be  pro- 
posed to  put  a  tax  on  bakers'  licences. 
I  should  like  to  see  the  hon.  Member 
who  would  venture  to  get  up  and  pro- 
pose to  put  a  licence  tax  on  bakers.  No  ; 
I  look  to  an  older  friend — to  a  tax  which 
existed  for  verj'  many  years,  and  which  was 
then  taken  off — the  duty  which  used  to  be 
imposed  upon  horses  of  every  kind,  and 
which  was  repealed  in  1871.  The  old 
duty  was  imposed  on  all  horses,  whether 
they  were  engaged  in  trade  or  otherwise, 
and  it  was  a  duty  of  10«.  %d.  I  do  not  pro- 
pose to  tax  what  I  may  call  trade  horses, 
or  horses  used  in  agriculture  ;  but  I  do 
propose,  not  in  order  to  fill  what  for  the 
moment  I  may  call  my  own  Exchequer, 
but,  for  the  purposes  of  local  finance,  to 
impose  a  tax  of  £1  on  pleasure  horses — 
L  Cries  q/*  **  Oh !  "]  [An  hon.  Member  : 
Hobby  horses!]  I  am  afraid  there 
is  not  the  same  satisfaction  in  regard  to 
this  £  1  duty  as  in  regard  to  the  licence  tax 
on  heavy  vehicles.  Hon.  Members  will 
see  that  I  put  the  cart  before  the  horse. 
But  let  me  remind  hon.  Members  on 
whom  this  tax  will  fall.  It  will  fall  a  good 
deal  on  what  I  may  term  the  well-to-do 
classes.  Hon.  Members  must  bear  in 
mind|  too,  that  this  tax  will  go  in  aid  of 
local  rates  and  towards  relieving  their 
constituents  from  burdens  of  which  they 
now  continually  complain,  and  that  it 
will  bo  a  contribution  from  those  who  are 
better  able  to  pay  it  than  the  ordinary 
ratepayers.  Then,  again,  it  is  an  old 
tax  which  formerly  was  put  on  all 
horses,  but  which  1  now  propose  only  to 
impose  on  horses  of  a  certain  class. 
Brood  mares  and  young  horses  not 
yet  in  use  will  be  exempted  from 
the  tax  entirely;  but,  on  the  other 
hand,  racehorses  will  have  to  pay  a 
licence  tax  of  £o.  Horse  dealers  will 
pay  a  composition  duty  of  £15.  This 
^or6e  Tax    is    estimated    to   produce 


£540,000.  The  Committeo  will  feel 
that  it  is  impossible  for  me,  in  dealing 
with  the  multiplicity  of  subjects  to 
which  I  have  to  refer,  to  justify  all  my 
proposals  with  as  much  argument  as 
possibly  they  might  require;  I  must 
content  myself  with  rapidly  and  feebly 
sketching  the  main  arguments  in  their 
favour.  But  I  will  say  this — that  it  is 
only  right  that  those  who  use  the  roads 
should  pay  contributions  towards  them, 
and  I  also  think  it  is  right  that,  in 
endeavouring  to  relieve  the  ratepayers, 
we  should  be  careful  in  our  re-arrange- 
ment to  see  that  the  new  burdens  fall 
on  the  shoulders  of  those  who  are  best 
able  to  bear  them. 

Now,  let  us  see  how  localities  will  be 
benefited  in  the  coming  year  by  the 
piioposed  arrangement  in  England  and 
Wales.  The  allowance  in  respect  of 
Probate  Duty  will  amount  to  £1, 136,000, 
the  new  Wheel  Tax  to  £300,000,  and 
the  Horse  Tax  to  £540,000,  making  up 
a  total  of  £1,976,000,  or,  it  may  be  said 
in  round  numbers,  £2,000,000.  This 
will  be  distributed  temporarily  as  fol- 
lows— this  will  be  the  efl^t  this  year : — 
there  will  be  a  relief  given  to  the  Local 
Authorities  of  Ad,  for  every  indoor 
pauper,  which  will  amount  to  £1,200,000; 
then  there  will  be  the  sum  of  £520,000 
given  to  County  Authorities  for  main 
roads;  and,  lastly,  there  will  be  the  grant 
to  the  Metropolis  and  boroughs  of  about 
£250,000  for  their  roads  and  streets. 
I  ought  to  add  that  I  propose  to  in- 
troduce the  Horse  Tax  and  the  Wheel 
Tax  in  a  separate  Bill,  because  they  do 
not  really  affect  the  Imperial  Budget 
at  all.  It  would  be  un-Constitutional, 
I  think,  to  have  introduced  these  taxes 
in  tho  Bill  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  llitchie),  otherwise  I  would  have 
had  tho  greatest  pleasure  in  allowing 
him  to  deal  with  them  in  that  measure. 
When  the  time  comes  and  we  pro- 
ceed to  business,  and  this  Bill  is  before 
the  House,  it  will  be  for  the  ratepayers 
and  the  ratepayers'  friends  to  fight  it 
out  with  those  who  may  not  bo  so 
(mamourod  of  those  new  licence  taxes. 
Thoy  will  not  affoct  tho  Imperial 
Eevenue,  but  I  believe  them  to  be  just 
taxes,  and  that  the  ratepayers  will  find 
them  to  afford  an  equitable  arrange- 
ment. 

And  now  I  must  state  how  Scotland 
and  Ireland  will  be  affected.  The  Oom* 
mittee  will  observe  that  we  jsarrendar 
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from  the  Imperial  Exchequer  one-third 
of  the  Probate  Duty — and  by  Probate 
Duty  Scotch  Members  will  understand 
me  as  including  inventory  duty.  Now 
the  question  arises  on  what  principle 
this  ought  to  be  distributed  between 
the  throe  countries — whether  this  sur- 
render in  respect  of  Probate  Duty 
ought  to  be  based  or  not  on  the 
locality     where     the     duty    is    paid? 

t Colonel  Nolan:  No,  no  !  ]  An  hon. 
fember  from  Ireland  interrupts  me 
with  what  I  was  going  to  say.  I  re- 
cognize that  it  would  be  unjust  to  Ire- 
land to  deal  with  it  in  that  manner;  and 
as  I  am  always  anxious,  apart  from 
political  differences  which  separate  us 
here  from  many  of  the  Irish  Members, 
to  do  full  justice  to  Ireland  from  a  fiscal 
point  of  view,  I  have  examined  this 
matter  with  peculiar  care.  I  find  that 
of  the  Probate  Duty  85  per  cent  is  paid 
in  England,  10  per  cent  in  Scotland,  and 
5  per  cent  in  Ireland  ;  and,  therefore,  if 
we  proceeded  on  the  principle  of  hand- 
ing back  to  the  countries  the  proportion 
of  the  Probate  Duty  which  they  pay, 
Ireland  would  come  off  very  badly,  in- 
deed. I  do  not,  however,  propose  to 
adopt  that  principle.  I  propose  to  adopt 
the  following  system,  which  I  hope  will 
commend  itself  to  the  sense  of  justice  of 
the  Committee— namely,  to  withdraw 
this  amount  from  the  ImperialExchequer, 
and  to  give  each  country  a  share  of  it 
in  proportion  to  the  general  contributions 
of  that  country  to  the  Exchequer.  On  this 
principle,  England  will  be  entitled  to  80 
per  cent,  Scotland  to  1 1  per  cent,  and 
Ireland  to  9  per  cent.  This  division  is, 
if  anything,  a  little  too  favourable  to 
Ireland,  as  its  contributions  are  in  reality 
only  8*7  per  cent ;  but  I  have  felt  obliged 
to  give  the  benefit  of  the  doubt  to  the 
poorer  country.  I  must  further  state 
that  we  propose  to  extend  the  Wheel  Tax 
and  the  Horse  Tax  to  Scotland,  though 
this,  again,  is  a  question  for  the  Scotch 
ratepayer.  If  so  extended,  they  would 
go  in  relief  of  the  Scotch  ratepayer, 
precisely  in  the  same  way  as  tho 
same  taxes  levied  in  England  will  go 
to  the  relief  of  the  English  ratepayer. 
This  calculation  will  give  to  Scotland  for 
the  year  1888  9  on  account  of  Probate 
Daty  £156,000,  which,  with  £84,000  in 
respect  of  the  new  Wheel  Tax  and  Horse 
Tax,  which  are  to  be  extended  to  Scot- 
land, will  give  £240,000  in  aid  of  local 
tauUioo.  These  sums  I  propose  to  have 


paid  over  to  a  fund  standing  in  the  name 
of  the  Secretary  for  Scotland,  the  first 
charge  upon  which  will  bo  a  sum  of 
£70,000  for  main  roads,  which  is  double 
the  grant  put  down  in  the  Estimates  of 
this  year,  a  grant,  which,  as  in  the  case 
of  England,  will  be  withdrawn.  The 
balance  will  be  distributed  in  a  manner 
to  be  hereafter  settled  by  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  and  his  advisers,  according 
to  the  general  views  of  Scotch  ratepayers. 
From  April,  1889,  the  relief  to  Scotland 
will  be  increased  by  about  £80,000  more, 
as  she  will  then  begin  to  get  her  share 
of  half  the  Probate  Duty  and  not 
only  of  one-third.  Ireland  will  receive 
for  the  year  1888-9  from  the  Probate 
Duty  £127,000  on  the  basis  of  the 
calculation  just  explained — that  is  to 
say,  9  per  cent.  Irish  Members  will, 
however,  of  course,  bear  in  mind  that 
they  will  get  one-half  as  much  again 
next  year,  for  they  will  then  receive 
their  share  of  one-half  of  the  Probate 
Duty,  instead  of  one-third.  This  sum 
will  be  paid  to  a  special  fund,  as  in  the 
case  of  Scotland,  and  the  distribution  of 
it  will  fall  on  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland.  Proposals  will  be  made  to 
Parliament  on  tho  subject.  My  own 
leaning,  I  may  frankly  say,  is  in  favour 
of  relieving  the  county  cess  in  some 
form  or  other.  That  is  the  course  I  should 
be  disposed  to  suggest ;  but  hon.  Mem- 
bers, both  from  Scotland  and  Ireland, 
will  forgive  me  if,  owing  to  the  vast 
number  of  topics  I  have  had  to  deal 
with  in  my  Budget  and  Conversion 
Scheme,  I  have  been  unable  to  give  this 
matter  of  Budgets  for  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land that  narrow  and  careful  considera^ 
tion  which  it  deserves.  I  have  done  my 
best,  however,  to  see  that — however  the 
money  may  be  allocated — as  respects  the 
amount  of  the  money  handed  over  to  them, 
these  two  countries  shall  be  dealt  with 
in  strict  conformity  withevery  principle 
of  justice.  Of  course,  also,  adjustment 
will  be  made  to  compensate  Scotland 
and  Ireland  for  any  loss  which  might 
arise  from  the  surrender  of  licences  in 
England  ;  but  the  sum  required,  when 
the  time  comes,  will  not  be  considerable, 
and  it  is  unnecessary  to  enter  into  that 
question  now. 

I  have  concluded  that  portion  of  my 
task  which  deals  with  local  finance 
and  with  the  Local  Budget ;  and  hon. 
Members,  I  am  sure,  will  excuse  the 
length  at  which  I  have  spoken,  remem* 
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bering  that  I  have  not  had  to  deal  with 
one  Local  Budget  only,  but  with  two 
Local  Budgets,  or  rather  with  four,  if  I 
include  Scotland  and  Ireland.     Now,  I 
will  ask  the  Committee  to  go  back  with 
me,  after  this  long  digression,  to  that 
surplus,  steadily  diminishing,  of  which 
I  have  spoken.     The  original  sum  was 
£2,377,000.     From  that  I  must  give  up 
one-third  of  the  Probate  Duty,  amount- 
lug  to   £1,420,000.     This  reduces  the 
surplus  to  £957,000.  On  the  other  hand, 
I  take  back  the  grants  to  main  roads 
in  England  and  Scotland  provided  in  the 
Estimates,  and  amounting  to  £295,000. 
This  brings  the  surplus  up  to  £1,252,000, 
and,  adding  £50,000  in  respect  of  Suc- 
cession Duty,  I  get  a  total  of  £1,302,000. 
Before  I  consider  what  can  be  done 
with  the  bulk  of  that  surplus,  there  are 
two  or  three  remissions  of  taxation  which 
I  wish  to  propose.     Hon.  Members  will 
have  seen  that  there  has  been  a  great 
deal  of  discussion  lately  in  the   Press 
with  reference  to  the  Carriage  Tax.     I 
have  been  asked  by  those  who  are  chiefly 
interested  not  to  hand  over  the  Carriage 
Tax  to  the  Local  Authorities,  because 
they — the  persons  who  are  interested — 
have  more  conndence  in  the  Imperial 
Parliament  and  in   the  ofHcers  of  the 
Inland  Kevenue  than  in  the  new  Local 
Authorities,  by  whom  they  themselves 
will  be  represented.     They  are  anxious 
that  we  should  deal  with  the  tax,  and 
accordingly    we    have    determined,    in 
view  of  this  fact,  to  put  the  tax   on 
a    moro    satisfactory    footing,    and  to 
remove  some  of  the  grievances  which 
exist  in  connection  with  it.     The  prin- 
cipal grievance  in  connection  with  the 
Carriage  Tax  has  hitherto  been  the  limit 
of  weight.     Up  to    4    cwt.  four-wheel 
carriages  pay  15«.,  and  over  4  cwt.  they 
pay  two  guineas.     This  is  a  heavy  tax 
on  the  cheaper  kind  of  carriages  over 
4  cwt.,  such  as  the  ordinary  fly  ;  and  it 
has  been  urged  on  me — I  do  not  know 
to  what  extent  with  justice — that  this 
limit  of  weight  discourages  the  produc- 
tion of  well-made  carriages.     I,  there- 
fore, propose  a  new  scale  of  duties — 
namely,  for  all  two-wheel  carriages,  1 5 j. ; 
for  four-wheel   carriages,  of   whatever 
weight,  drawn  by  one  horse,  £1  1«. ;  for 
four-wheel  carriages  drawn  by  two  or 
more    horses,    or    having    pair  -  horse 
fittings,  £2  2s. ;  for  hackney  carriages, 
and  all  carriages  kept  by  hotel-keepers, 
15«. ;  and  for  carriages  lot  on  hire  for 
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less  than  three  months  by  coachmakers 
and  others,  also  15«. — for  it  has  been 
urged  on  me  as  a  considerable  g^evance 
that  in  the  case  of  carriages  which  are 
only  intermittently  used,  and  for  short 
periods,  the  full  duty  should  be  charged. 
For  carriages  used  for  the  first  time 
after  October  the  1st  in  any  year,  half 
the  above  rates  of  duty  will  be  pay- 
able. This  plan,  I  think,  will  give 
substantial  relief  to  the  jobmasters,  and 
meet  the  complaints  of  those  concerned 
in  the  manufacture  of  carriages.  The 
operation  will  involve  a  loss  to  the 
Revenue  of  £30,000. 

Another    contemplated   small  remis- 
sion  is   in    connection    with    Schedule 
A   of  the  Licome  Tax.      In  1881    the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  (Mr.   W.  E.   Gladstone) 
gave  relief,  under  Schedule  A,  to  per- 
sons having  land  thrown  on  their  hands 
and  making  no  profit  out  of  it;  but,  as  the 
exemption  then  given  was  interpreted, 
it  did  not  apply  to  lands  habitually  held 
in  hand.     Let  me  explain.     My  right 
hon.  Friend  only  exempted  those  who 
tried  to  let  their  land  and  failed  to  do  so. 
There  is,  however,  a  large  class  of  yeo- 
man farmers  who  never  tried  to  let  their 
land;   and   these,    although  they   may 
make  no  profit,  are  still  exposed  to  the 
tax,  being  excluded  from  the  benefit  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend's  exemption.  Now, 
I  propose  to  extend  that  exemption  to 
lands  which  are  bond  Jide  worked   for 
husbandry  by  their  owners,  whether  they 
have  tried  to  let  them  or  not.     I  have 
had  many  representations  that  men  farm- 
ing their  own  land  have  for  years  been 
paying  taxes  on  profits  which  they  have 
not  made.    I  propose   to  extend   the 
exemption  so  that  it  shall  apply  to  all 
lands   occupied  by  their  owners,   pro- 
vided  they  cultivate   with    a  view  to 
deriving  profit,  but  as  a  matter  of  fact 
derive  no  profit.      Hon.  Members  will 
understand  that  the  exemption  which  I 
propose  will  not  be  given  to  those  who 
have  model  farms  and  incur  g^eat  ex- 
penditure for  other  than  the  ordinary  pur* 
poses  of  husbandry.  The  exemption  will 
only  be  extended  to  land  occupied  by  the 
owner  farming    for  purposes    of   hus- 
bandry and  with  a  view  to  profit.     01 
course,  it  is  not  meant  to  relieve  those 
who    farm   land   near   their    mansions 
simply  for  the  sake  of  certain  amenities 
derived    from    such    farming.       This 
exemption  will  involve  a  loss  of  aboot 
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£20,000.    Let  me  here  mention  another 
circumstance.     Hon.  Members  may  re- 
member that  last  year   I   stated  that 
farmers  under  Schedule  £  could  claim 
to  be  assessed  as  traders  under  Schedule 
D  if  they  should  so  elect ;  but  the  diffi- 
culty caused  by  the  insufficiency  of  the 
accounts  kept  by  farmers  has  stood  in 
the  way  of  their  availing  themselves  of 
this  privilege.    Some  of  the  best  friends 
of  the  farmers  have  told  me  that,  even 
where  the  idea  found  favour  with  the 
farmers,  it  was,  nevertheless,  difficult  to 
put  it  into  practice  on  account  of  the  state 
of  their  accounts.     I  do  not  think,  there- 
fore, that  my  suggestion  has  been  widely 
adopted,  but  where  it  has  been  adopted 
I  think  it  has  had  a  great  effect.    About 
160  farmers  did  return  themselves   as 
traders,   having  been    assessed    before 
under  Schedule  B  at  £22,000.     On  that 
Bum  they  would  have  had  to  pay  or  go 
through  all  the  forms  of  appeal ;  but 
they  accepted  the  new  system,  exhibited 
their  accounts  before  the  Income  Tax 
Commissioners,    and    paid,    not    upon 
£22,000,  but  upon   £2,600.     I  do  not 
think  that  it  is  very  prudent  to  make  this 
revelation    showing    the    relief    which 
farmers  may  get  by  going  under  Schedule 
D.     But  while   I  am  most  anxious  to 
secure  for  the  Hevenue  every  legitimate 
contribution,  I  have  no  desire,  through 
any     breakdown     of     machinery     or 
through   the  difficulties   of  appeal,    to 
compel  men  to  pay  on  profits  which  they 
do  not  make,  especially  at  a  time  when 
they  are  in  a  position  of  great  difficulty 
in  consequence  of  the  depression  of  agri- 
culture.    Therefore,  I  have  mentioned 
these  circumstances  at  the  risk  of  en- 
couraging agriculturists  to  come  under 
Schedule  D  in  large  numbers.     While 
upon  this  subject  I   may  mention  as, 
perhaps,  a  significant  fact,  that  half  the 
fanners  who  availed  themselves  of  this 
new  method   of  paying  the  tax  were 
Scotchmen. 

The  last  of  the  small  exemptions 
which  I  propose  affects  the  licence 
duty  npon  hawkers.  I  dare  say  that 
many  hon.  Members  are  not  aware 
that  there  is  a  licence  duty  on  hawkers. 
The  duty  amounts  to  £4.  It  is  collected 
all  at  one  time,  and  it  is  very  difficult 
indeed  for  poor  men  to  pay  it.  It  is 
difficult  to  collect,  and  weighs  heavily 
upon  a  particular  class,  and  I  propose, 
therefore,  to  repeal  it.  The  origin 
of  thie  imposition  was  that  hawkers 


paid  no  rates.  It  was  thought  tliat 
they  competed  unfairly  with  traders 
and  shopkeepers  who  did  pay  rates. 
But  now,  at  a  time  when  we  are  doing 
our  best  to  relieve  ratepayers,  it  cannot 
be  an  improper  moment  to  select  to  re- 
lieve also  this  small  class  from  a  charge 
which  seems  to  be  a  hard  burden  when 
their  scanty  earnings  are  considered. 
The  loss  to  the  Eevenue  involved  in  this 
exemption  will  be  £25,000.  This  figure 
shows  that  there  is  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  persons  who  pay  the  tax  at  the 
present  time. 

These  three  reductions  in  respect  of 
the  Carriage  Tax,  Schedule  A,  and  the 
hawkers,  amount  together  to  £75,000, 
and  reduce  my  balance  from  £1,302,000 
to  £1,227,000.  I  now  arrive  at  the  in- 
teresting question  of  what  is  to  be  done 
with  this  balance,  from  which  I  must 
take  sufficient  to  provide  a  surplus  of 
at  least  £200,000  to  carry  6ver  to  next 
year.  That  leaves  me  a  balance  of 
about  £1,000,000.  I  wish  to  recall  to 
the  Committee  the  view  I  presented  at 
an  earlier  stage  of  my  Statement — 
namely,  that  the  Income  Tax  falls  with 
special  weight  upon  the  poorer  middle 
class ;  and  both  from  great  political 
and  Imperial  considerations,  and  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  weight  of  the 
Income  Tax  upon  the  professional 
classes,  and  the  less  prosperous  section 
of  the  trading  and  farming  class,  I 
should  like  to  see  my  way  to  take  off 
another  Id.  I  spoke  of  Imperial 
considerations.  The  Income  Tax  is 
one  of  those  taxes  to  which  we  ha^e 
recourse  upon  every  emergency,  and 
whenever  we  can  we  ought  to  be  able 
to  rely  upon  this  great  instrument  for 
prompt  financial  assistance.  Twopence 
on  the  Income  Tax  means  an  ultimate 
increase  of  £4,000,000  and  an  imme* 
diate  increase  of  £3,000,000.  It  is  an 
enormous  and  powerful  engine,  and  the 
question  is  whether,  in  a  time  of  pro- 
found peace,  it  is  right  to  keep  the 
Income  Tax  above  6<f.,  or  whether  every 
effort  ought  not  to  be  made  to  reduce  it 
to  that  figure.  Tho  Income  Tax  payers 
are  certain  victims  of  every  extraor- 
dinary emergency;  and  although  they 
may  not  be  able  to  escape  a  high  tax 
even  in  a  time  of  profound  peace,  they 
ought,  nevertheless,  to  be  able  to  have 
immunity  from  an  amount  above  6d, 
The  rich  can  afford  to  pay  it,  and,  as  I 
understand,  are  ready  at  every  moo^ent 
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to  pay  it;  but  the  peculiarity  of  the 
tax  18  that  it  falls  bo  heavily  upon  the 
struggling  professional  and  business 
man.  The  right  hon.  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  said,  in  his  great  speech  in 
1853 — <'The  operation  of  the  Income 
Tax  taken  alone  is  severe  upon  intelli- 
gence and  skill  as  compared  with  pro- 
perty." 

Well,  then,  I  would  wish  to  be  able  to 
take  olf  this  Id,  But  it  will  be  seen 
that  to  take  off  the  Id.  I  should 
require  £1,550,000,  xvhile  I  have  only 
£1,000,000  at  my  disposal.  How  is 
that  to  be  effected  ?  Well,  Mr.  Court- 
ney,  I  looked  round  to  see  upon  what 
resources  I  might  possibly  lay  my  hands. 
Many  suggestions  have  been  made  to 
rae  as  regards  new  taxes.  I  will  only 
deal  with  one— not,  strictly  speaking, 
a  new  tax,  but  one  to  which  a  great 
deal  of  public  attention  has  been 
attracted.  I  receive  innumerable  sug- 
gestions that  revolvers  ought  to  be 
taxed.  The  extre ordinary  thing  is 
that  revolvers,  if  used,  are  taxed  at  this 
moment ;  but  many  people  are  unaware 
that  they  ought  to  pay  the  tax,  and 
that  they  are  evading  the  law  of  the 
land  if  they  use  their  revolvers  and  do 
not  pay  duty  upon  them.  I  have  been 
asked  if  the  duty  on  revolvers  is  to  re- 
main as  it  is  now ;  and  my  reply  is 
that  the  Government  intend  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  dealing  with  that  ques- 
tion. But  wo  propose  to  deal  with 
that  question  as  I  think  it  ought  to  be 
dealt  with — that  is  to  say,  rather  as  a 
matter  of  police  than  of  finance.  I  pre- 
fer, therefore,  not  to  encumber  my 
Budget  with  a  tax  upon  revolvers. 
So  I  have  still  to  look  and  see 
where  £550,000  can  be  found  to 
enable  mo  to  reduce  the  Income  Tax. 
And  in  the  first  place,  let  us  inquire, 
are  there  not  any  exemptions  which 
ought  to  be  removed  ?  Are  there 
exemptions  by  neglect  or  evasion,  or 
are  there  exemptions  by  force  of  law  ? 
There  is  one  exemption  by  evasion,  a 
neglect  of  which  those  Members  who 
are  familiar  with  the  Law  Courts  may 
have  hoard.  That  occurs  when  persons 
who  are  bound  to  stamp  certain  instru- 
ments do  not  stamp  them  until  they  are 
produced  in  Court,  and  then  pay  the 
stamp  t)  make  tho  instruments  valid. 
In  a  largo  number  of  other  cases  it  is 
notorious  that  Stamp  Duty  is  evaded. 
I  shall  propose  certain  clauses  to  make 
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tho  application  of  the  existing  law  some- 
what more  stringent,  and  in  that  attempt  I 
know  I  shall  have  the  support  of  the  whole 
Committee,  because  there  can  be  no 
wish  that  existing  stamp  laws  should  be 
enacted,  and  that  by  evasion  people 
should  not  contribute  to  the  Bevenue 
that  whioh  is  expected  from  them,  and 
which  it  is  a  legal  and  bounden  duty 
to  pay.  We  propose  to  introduce  a 
clause  insuring  greater  stringency  in 
the  enforcement  of  existing  obligations, 
which  we  believe  will  raise  the  revenue 
from  stamps  by  at  least  £50,000. 

What  I  have  just  referred  to  is  an 
exemption  by  neglect.  But  there  are 
some  exemptions  by  law,  and  in  in- 
viting the  Committee  to  consider 
these  I  am  borne  up  by  the  feeling 
that  I  am  approaching  the  end  of 
my  task,  and  that  hon.  Members 
who  have  fellowed  me  through  the 
somewhat  intricate  proposals  I  have 
had  to  submit  to  them  will  soon  be 
able  to  cease  to  listen  to  my  almost  appa- 
rently interminable  Statement.  There 
are  a  large  number  of  securities — I  will 
use  popular  rather  than  technical  and 
legal  language — which  have  through- 
out, either  partially  or  entirely,  been 
exempt  from  Stamp  Duties,  while  com- 
peting securities  are  paying  very  high 
duties.  I  find  a  total  practical  exemp- 
tion upon  some  portion  of  these  securi- 
ties which  is  not  justified  by  any  prin- 
ciple, but  has  existed  so  long  on  account 
of  the  practical  difficulty  of  dealing  with 
them.  Let  me  impress  on  the  Committee 
the  anomaly  that  now  exists.  On  the  one 
hand,  as  regards  registered  securities, 
comprising  some  of  the  most  solid  in- 
vestments, passing  by  registered  trans- 
fer, these  highly-respectable  securities 
pay  on  every  transfer,  on  every  jour- 
ney, so  to  speak,  whioh  they  take, 
lOs.  per  cent  on  the  consideration. 
Tlio  Kevenue  levies  its  toll  on  them, 
and  if  they  are  sold  four  or  five  times 
in  the  year,  £2  or  £3  per  cent  may  find  its 
way  into  the  Exchequer.  But  in  the  ease 
of  tho  transfer  of  securities  to  bearer  it 
is  impossible  to  collect  the  Stamp  Duty 
in  the  samo  way.  Before  1862  there 
were  no  stamps  upon  securities  to 
bearer.  Between  1862  and  1885  there 
was  something  imposed  which,  to  dis- 
tinguish it  from  other  forms  of  taxation, 
I  may  call  a  ''Birth  Tax"  of  2«.  64. 
upon  every  issue.  In  1885,  it  being  fdl 
that  these  bearer  bondS|  with  the 
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tary  payment  of  2s.  6d.  on  iheir  first 
issue,  were  too  advantageously  placed 
as  compared  with  their  rivals,  a  circu- 
lation tax  was  put  upon  them  of  Is,  i'td., 
making  in  all  10^.  The  state  of  things, 
therefore,  is  this.  There  are  a  great 
many  high>class  and  solid  securities 
which  pay  ^  per  cent  every  time  they 
are  transferred.  English  securities  to 
bearer,  which  you  can  get  hold  of  be- 
cause they  are  issued  in  England,  now 
pay  10*.  on  issue,  which  is  to  clear  them 
for  ever  from  all  payments  on  transfer. 
There  are,  however,  others  in  this  class 
which  have  only  paid  2«.  6d.  per  cent, 
because  they  were  issued  before  1885, 
and  ihey  are  now  travelling  from  hand 
to  hand  without  paying  Is.  to  -  the 
Kevonue.  Moreover,  there  is  a  con- 
siderable class  of  securities  which  are 
transferred  from  hand  to  hand  without 
paying  anything  on  transfer,  and  with- 
out having  paid  anything  on  their  issue 
or  introduction  to  this  country.  I  believe 
an  enormous  number  of  transactions  go 
on  in  American  Shares  on  which  no  duty 
whatever  is  paid  on  issue  or  transfer, 
but  which,  in  principle,  ought  to  pay 
for  their  right  to  travel  from  hand  to 
hand  in  the  same  way  as  others. 
The  more  solid  the  security  the  more  it 
pays ;  the  more  fugitive  the  security  the 
more  it  escapes  duty.  What  we  have  to 
do  is  to  see  how  we  can  hit  these  fugi- 
tive securities.  The  principle  will  be 
admitted  on  the  Stock  Exchange  by  the 
holders  of  these  Stocks.  Wo  cannot 
manage  to  make  them  all  pay  a 
daty  on  their  issue,  because  so  many 
of  the  Companies  which  issue  them 
are  established  abroad.  Therefore, 
there  are  only  two  courses  open  to 
us— either  to  tax  them  in  the  hands  of 
the  first  holders,  after  their  arrival  in 
this  country,  or  to  make  them  pay  an 
annual  tax,  which  shall  be  essential  to 
a  good  delivery,  as  the  phrase  is,  during 
a  certain  period. 

The  simplest  plan  would  be  to  tax 
these  securities  in  the  hands  of  the  first 
holder,  because  then  you  can  make 
it  a  composition  tax.  But  this  has 
two  great  defects.  In  tho  first  place,  it 
would  be  considered  very  hard  upon  the 
first  holder  that  he  should  have  to  pay 
the  whole  cost  of  freeing  these  securi- 
ties from  transfer  duty ;  and,  in  tho 
next  place,  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
that  the  Revenue  ought  to  be  satisfied 
witli  the  oomposition  duty  of  lOs.  per 


cent  to  enable  them  to  circulate  from 
hand  to  hand  for  ever,  while  other  se- 
curities pay  IQs.  per  cent  every  time  they 
are  transferred.  I  want,  if  possible,  to 
devise  machinery  by  which  an  adequate 
Stamp  Duty  may  be  imposed,  which 
may  be  distributed  over  a  longer  time, 
and  over  a  larger  number  of  people. 
I  propose  to  do  this  by  placing  an  adhe- 
sive stamp  of  Is.  per  cent  per  annum  on 
the  nominal  value  of  all  securities  to 
bearer  which  are  now  circulated  with- 
out having  paid  the  stamp  of  lOs.  per 
cent.  The  effect  would  be  that  such 
Stocks  would  not  pass  as  a  good  delivery 
unless  they  bore  the  ad  valorem  stamp 
which  I  have  mentioned  for  the  year  in 
which  the  transfer  took  place.  If  the  se- 
curities do  not  change  hands  during  any 
one  year  they  will  pay  no  duty  for  that 
year.  There  will  be  a  stamp  ofSd.  under 
£50,  and  Is.  between  £50  to  £100.  This, 
I  believe,  will  bring  in  a  Revenue  of 
£200,000  to  the  Exchequer.  Every 
effort  will  be  made  by  tho  Inland  Re- 
venue to  secure  the  advice  of  persons 
who  are  experts  in  such  matters,  in  order 
that  the  inconvenience,  which  can  be 
the  only  objection  to  the  tax,  shall  not 
be  large.  Some  inconvenience  there 
must  be,  and  there  will  be,  I  admit. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  think  the  Com- 
mittee will  come  to  the  conclusion  that 
whatever  difficulties  exist  must  be  met, 
and  that  on  no  ground  should  these  secu- 
rities be  allowed  to  retain  their  abso- 
lute immunity  from  a  Stamp  Duty 
which  is  paid  by  every  other  class 
of  property.  The  duty,  1  believe,  is  so 
small  that  it  cannot  be  argued  that  it 
will  in  any  way  impede  business.  But, 
however  that  may  be,  I  venture  to 
think  this  step  must  positively  be  takon. 
It  has  been  difficult  for  me  to  consult 
with  all  those  who  are  concerned  in  this 
matter,  but  I  shall  be  glad  of  any 
practical  suggestions,  and  the  Inland 
Revenue  will  do  all  in  their  power  to 
avail  themselves  of  such  suggestions  ;  I 
can,  however,  hold  out  no  hope  that  the 
tax,  in  some  form  or  other,  will  not  bo  im- 
posed. I  would  say  to  those  who  aro 
acquainted  with  tho  matter  that  if  thoy 
cau  suggest  a  better  method  of  raising 
the  duty  every  consideration  shall  be 
given  to  it.  I  only  lay  down  two  prin- 
ciples— namely,  that  the  existing  im- 
munity of  these  securities  cannot  be 
allowed  to  continue,  and  that  whatever 
method  of  taxing  them  is  adopted  must 
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promiso  at  least  about  £200,000  a-year, 
which  is  the  iniQimum  that  they  ought,  on 
any  reasonable  calculation,  to  pay.  I 
have  only  to  add,  on  this  point,  that  there 
is  another  small  change  which  I  propose 
in  the  Stamp  Duty  with  regard  to  a  cer- 
tain class  of  registered  bonds  which  pay 
now  6//.  on  transfer.  That  amount  will 
bo  raised  to  lO^.,  as  in  the  case  of  other 
securities  of  a  similar  character. 

But  after  a  Stamp  Duty  has  been  im- 
posed on  these  securities  it  is  nevertheless 
certain  that  it  will  be  impossible  to  reach 
all  the  transactions,  because  so  large  a 
number  take  place  where  there  is  no 
delivery  of  Stock  at  all,  and  where 
Stocks  are  simply  bouglit  and  sold,  and 
contract  notes  pass  from  one  person  to 
another.  I  propose  to  make  a  slight 
but  notable  change  in  this  respect.  A 
contract  note  at  present  bears  a  stamp 
oi  Id.  I  propose  to  raise  that  Id,  to  6 J. 
I  have  no  doubt  that  the  brokers  will  be 
able  to  charge  the  6^^.  to  their  clients  in 
addition  to  their  brokerage,  and  so  the 
amount  will  be  distributed  over  a  very 
wide  area.  This  change  will  give  me 
another  £50,000. 

So  far  every  point  I  have  touched  upon 
has  related  to  the  abolition  of  an  exemp- 
tion which  ought  to  be  abolished,  and  I 
havo  been  engaged  in  equalizing,  rather 
than  in  adding  to,  taxation.  There  is 
one  more  item  of  a  somewhat  similar 
character  with  which  I  have  to  deal.  It 
is  a  slight  adjustment  of  the  tax  upon 
the  issue  of  Companies  under  the  Limited 
Liability  Acts,  which  will  fall  upon  new 
Companies  and  upon  the  new  issues  of 
old  Companies.  And  here  I  havo  high 
authority.  The  Royal  Commission  on 
the  Depression  of  Trade  in  their  last 
Report  state  that — 

"  The  creation  of  Companies  might  bo  to  some 
extent  restrained  if  the  fee  for  registration, 
which  is  now  very  low  in  proportion  to  the 
nominal  capital,  were  increased  ;  and  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Legislature  might,  in  our  opinion, 
bo  advantageously  directed  to  this  point,  both 
in  the  interest  of  Uevenue  and  in  the  interest  of 
legitimate  trade," 

We  propose,  without  touching  the  fee 
stamp  on  the  memorandum  of  associa- 
tion, to  impose  an  ad  valorem  duty  of  £  I 
per  £1,000  on  registration,  whatever 
the  amount  of  the  nominal  capital  may 
be.  It  is  not  a  largo  tax.  A  nominal 
capital  of  £500,000  will  pay  a  tax  of 
£500  ;  and  if  it  acts  as  a  clieck  on  these 
Limited  Liability  Companies  putting  a 
very  much  larger  nominal    capital  in 
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their  prospectuses  or  memorandums  of 
association  than  they  ever  intend  to 
employ,  that,  I  think,  will  be  a  salutary 
provision  which  will  in  no  way  tend  to 
check  legitimate  business.  fVom  that 
source  of  Revenue  I  gain  £110,000, 
and  I  have  now  towards  the  £500,000 
or  £550,000  which  I  require  a  total  of 
£410,000. 

But  I  have  not  yet  enough.     I  most 
still  cast  my  eyes  around  me  in  order  to 
secure  some  further  slight  addition  to 
the  Revenue.     Hon.  Members  will  see 
that  in  seeking  to  make  up  this  amount, 
which  is  to  enable  me  to  take  1^.  off 
the  Income  Tax,   I  have   not  had  re- 
course  to  any  taxation  levied  on    the 
great  articles  of  consumption;    I  have 
not  had  recourse  in  any  way  to  the  earn- 
ings of  professional  or  business  men,  but 
to  what  I  believe  the  Committee  will 
consider  to  be  more  legitimate  sources  of 
Revenue  for  my  present  purpose.     I 
do  not  know  what  hon.   Memoers  will 
say  to  the  tax  which  I  am  now  about  to 
propose.     I  turn  to  a  source  of  ReTonae 
which,  perhaps,  will   give   a  not  very 
pleasant  surprise  to  some  Members  of 
this  House.    There  is  one  taxable  com- 
modity which  is  not  at  the  disposal  of 
the  great  consuming  classes,  but  which 
is  essentially  a  luxury  of  the  well-to-do. 
I  cast  my  eyes  upon  wine — not  on  the 
cheap  wines,  for  the  introduction  of  which 
the  public  is  so  deeply  indebted  to  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mid 
Lothian,  but  those  finer  wines  which, 
if  an  ad  valorem  duty  were  imposed  upon 
them,  would  pay  more  than  they  now 
pay  when  the  test  of  the  amount  of  duty 
is  alcoholic  strength.     The  alcoholio  test 
is  the  best  which  the  authorities  have 
been  able  to  devise  for  taxing  a  com* 
modity  of    which    alcohol    may  be  a 
pleasing  and  a  necessary  part,  bat  is 
certainly  not  that  element  which  is  most 
attractive  in  the  ox)inion  of  epicures  in 
the  matter  of  wine.     The  fact  that  the 
duty  is  levied  on  the  amount  of  the  spirit 
which  wine  contains  puts  the  same  tax, 
and  in  some  cases  a  higher  tax,  on  oheap 
wines  than  on  wines  of  the  highest  quality. 
Some  of  the  most  expensive  wines  are  of 
low  alcoholic  strength,  and  yet  they  are 
taxed  no  more  than  the  cheaper  wines. 
Quality  and  value  cannot  be  measured 
by  mechanical  or  analytical  processes. 
There  is  only  one  way  to  get  at  the  high 
class  and  costly  wines,  and  that  is  to 
reach  them  in  an  indirect  manneri  tad  I 
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propose  to  effect  that  by  recurring  to  a  | 
tax  which  was  imposed  in  1861,  and 
which  lasted  till  1866,  when  it  was  taken 
ofT,  not  on  account  of  any  inherent  de- 
fects, but  in  consequence  of  the  repre- 
sentations of  Powers,  with  whom  we  were 
then  engaged  in  some  very  delicate  com- 
mercial negotiations.  From  1861  to 
1865  there  was  a  tax  on  bottled  wines. 
These  wines  are,  for  the  most  part, 
synonymous  with  high  class  and  costly 
wines,  and  they  are,  especially  in  the 
present  day,  champagnes.  It  is  very 
possible  that  an  extra  tax  imposed  upon 
these  high-class  wines  may  lead  to  some 
remonstrances  from  Foreign  Powers;  but 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  remonstrances  of 
ours  to  Foreign  Powers  with  regard  to 
impositions  of  duties  on  British  goods 
have  not  been  so  entirely  successful  as  to 
make  it  necessary  for  us,  more  than  is 
absolutely  compatible  with  our  own  in- 
terests, to  look  beyond  the  fiscal  merits  of 
the  question.  The  system  of  ad  valorem 
taxation,  which  in  some  cases  is  so  ad- 
mirable in  practice,  is  almost  impossible 
in  that  of  wine.  But  you  may  arrive 
roagbly  at  the  same  result  by  putting  an 
extra  tax  on  bottled  wines,  which  will 
in  most  oases  not  affect  the  cheaper  class 
of  wines,  because  they  are,  or  can  be, 
imported  in  the  wood,  but  will  fall  upon 
the  more  costly  sort  of  wine — an  article 
not  of  necessity,  but  of  pleasure,  yet 
which  is  becoming  one  of  almost  daily 
use.  I  propose  a  tax  of  58.  per  dozen 
on  bottled  wines,  which  is  equiva- 
lent to  2i.  6d,  a-gallon.  Originally,  the 
idea  was  to  impose  a  duty  of  6^.  a-dozen, 
bat  in  that  case  the  merchant  would 
argue  that  he  must  have  something  to 
recoup  him  for  the  additional  capital 
advanced  to  meet  the  new  impost,  and 
he  would  put  on  an  extra  charge  of  Is. 
a-bottle,  because  he  had  had  to  pay  6d. 
a-bottle  more  duly.  But  this  duty  of  5^. 
a-dozen  will  enable  the  wine  merchant 
to  recoup  himself,  even  if  he  charges 
only  6i.  extra  per  bottle.  I  estimate 
this  tax  to  bring  in  an  additional 
revenue  of  £125,000.  I  take  note, 
in  making  this  estimate,  of  the  pro- 
bable, nay  certain,  diminution  of  the 
amount  of  wine  which  may  at  present 
be  imported  in  bottle,  and  which  will 
in  future  be  imported  in  casks.  It  is 
possible  that  the  bottling  trade  in 
iBngland  may  receive  a  certain  impetus, 
bat  I  cannot  conceive  that  that  is  an 
objection  to  the  plan.    What  we  have 


to  look  to  is  to  fine  wines  such  as  Mar^ 
gaux,  Lafitte,  La  Hose,  and  the  more 
expensive  class  of  champasrnes,  which 
must  continue  to  be  imported  in  bottle 
as  before.  I  trust  hon.  Members  will 
not  grudge  the  imposition  of  this  tax ; 
but  I  admit  that  the  greater  portion  of 
this  additional  tax  will  have  to  be  borne 
by  sparkling  wines.  If  any  hon.  Mem- 
bers regret  that  I  have  taxed  wine,  as 
I  have,  to  a  certain  extent,  put  taxes  on 
the  more  speculative  class  of  transac- 
tions, let  them  remember  what  I  hope 
will  be  the  outcome  of  all  these  details 
— namely,  that  we  make  a  great  step 
in  the  direction  of  securing  that  the 
Income  Tax  shall  be  reduced  to  6d. 
I  have  calculated  that  if  a  man  with 
£2,000  a-year  should  receive  a  remission 
of  id.  in  the  Income  Tax,  he  would 
be  able  to  afford  to  drink  a  bottle  of 
champagne  at  the  increased  price — that  is 
to  say  6d.  extra,  every  day  in  the  year. 
The  recipient  of  £1,000  a-year  would  bo 
able  to  indulge  in  this  luxury  every 
other  day  in  the  year,  or  to  have  one 
pint,  paying  3d.  extra  for  it,  every  day. 
If  by  this  means  we  secure  to  the 
Revenue  a  slightly  larger  contribution 
from  the  club  man,  who  lives  in  cham- 
bers and  pays  few  rates  or  taxes,  I  do  not 
think  he  will  complain  when  he  reQects 
that  he,  too,  is  a  citizen,  and  ought  to 
share  the  burdens  of  his  fellows.  Ani 
now  I  have  come  to  the  end  of  my  list, 
and  I  am  rejoiced  to  think  that  I  have 
put  together  a  surplus  amounting  to 
£1,762,000,  and  am  able  to  deduct  my 
Id.  from  the  Income  Tax.  That  deduc- 
tion will  involve  a  loss  of  £1,550,000, 
leaving  me  a  balance  of  £212,000. 

I  have  now  reached  the  goal  at  which 
I  wished  to  arrive — of  being  able  in  this 
year,  without  placing  any  new  taxes 
upon  persons  who  cannot  well  boar  them 
—of  being  able  to  relieve  to  a  great  ex- 
tent—  to  a  notable  extent — the  rate- 
payers of  the  country,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  make  what  I  hope  will  be  con- 
sidered a  substantial  relief  in  the  direc- 
tion of  Imperial  taxation. 

The  final  figures  are  as  follows:  — 
Customs,  which  stood  at  £19,800,000, 
with  the  addition  of  the  tax  on  bottled 
wines,  will  reach  £19,925,000  ;  Excise, 
which  was  £25,560,000,  deducting 
£5^,000  for  remission  of  Hawkerd' 
and  Carriage  Taxes,  will  stand  at 
£25,505,000  ;  Stamps,  which  were 
£12,740,000,  but  from  which  wo  have 
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taken  off  Probate  Duty  to  the  amount  of 
£1,420,000,  are  again  raised  by  the 
addition  of  the  new  Stamp  Duties  and 
theextraSuccessionDutyto£  1 1,780,000; 
Land  Tax,  £1,046,000;  House  Duty, 
£1,890,000;  Income  Tax,  which  was 
£13,820,000,  less  £20,000  for  Schedule 
A,  and  one  penny  off  the  tax,  amount- 
ing to  £1,550,000,  leaves  £12,250,000 
— a  total  Tax  Kevenue  of  £72,396,000  ; 
while  the  Non-Tax  Revenue  is 
£14,431,000,  or  a  grand  total  of 
£86,827,000.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
totalExpeuditure  is  £86,615,000,leaving 
a  surplus  of  £212,000.  The  effect  of 
the  Budget  in  general  is  to  distribute 
the  surplus  between  the  ratepayer  and 
the  taxpayer.  The  ratepayer  of  the 
United  Kingdom  will  get,  in  round 
figures,  £2,050,000,  of  which  about 
£920,000  is  due  to  the  new  licences  in 
England  and  Scotland,  and  the  taxpayer 
will  get  £1,625,000,  of  which  £585,000 
is  raised  by  new  taxation. 

And  now  I  have  only  one  paragraph 
more  in  the  Statement  which  I  have  to 
lay  before  the  Committee.  The  circum- 
stances of  the  time  have  imposed  the  ne- 
cessity upon  us  of  not  only  looking  to  the 
next  year,  but  to  the  year  after  next. 
We  shall  then  have  to  surrender  an  ad- 
ditional sixth  part  of  the  Probate  Duty, 
and  also  to  make  good  the  difference 
between  the  grants  in  aid  which  are 
taken  back  and  the  licences  handed  over, 
and  the  two  operations  will,  taken 
together,  cost  us  £1,400,000.  The 
circumstances  of  the  case  are  such  that 
we  have  been  obliged  to  settle  once  for  all 
the  contributions  to  local  expenditure,  so 
as  to  place  them  upon  a  firmer  basis.  I  do 
not  consider  myself  entitled  to  take  into 
account  the  probable  increase  of  the 
Revenue  in  the  course  of  two  years,  nor 
the  revival  of  trade  which  we  hope  to 
see  thoroughly  established.  I  must 
contemplate,  and  the  Committee  must 
contemplate,  the  possibility  that  this 
sum  may  have  to  be  raised ;  but,  on.the 
otherhand,  itis  impossible  to  enact  taxes 
before  the  Bill  is  passed,  before  we 
know  what  the  contingent  payments 
will  be.  But  I  would  wish  to  lay  down 
certain  propositions  with  regard  to  the 
mode  by  which  this  sum  ought  to  be 
met.  I  will  state  it  in  the  strongest  way 
negatively.  It  must  not  be  met  by  any 
increase  of  duties  which  rest  upon  the 
industrial  class.  It  must  not  be  met  by 
any  duties  resting  upon  the  earnings  of 
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the  mass  of  the  people.  It  must  not  be 
derived  from  duties  contributed  by  pro- 
fessional men,  by  industry,  and  by  skill. 
But  it  must  be  met  by  duties  on  pro- 
perty or  the  result  of  property,  or  from 
that  promising  item  of  stamps,  from 
which  I  have  already  reaped  a  certain 
advantage,  but  which  is  by  no  means 
an  exhausted  field.  I  will  not 
point  to  the  fact  that  in  the  year 
after  next  there  will  be  ayailable  for 
the  disposal  of  my  Successor,  if  I 
should  have  one  by  then,  a  sum 
which  may  amount  to  £1,000,000, 
if  the  Conversion  Scheme  is  success- 
ful. I  will  not  take  that  into  account, 
because  I  wish  to  reserve  the  application 
of  tliat  amount ;  and  I  do  not  wish  to 
pledge  Parliament,  or  the  Government, 
or  myself,  as  to  whether  the  whole,  or  a 
portion,  or  none  of  it,  should  be  employed 
in  the  remission  of  taxation,  or,  on  the 
other  hand,  in  the  diminution  of  the 
Public  Debt.  My  right  hon.  Friend  ad- 
mitted that  it  was  fair  to  reserve  such 
determination  until  we  could  see  what 
would  be  the  resources  at  our  disposal 
when  the  conversion  had  reached  a  cer- 
tain stage.  But  there,  at  all  events, 
it  stands,  a  sura,  I  hope,  of  about 
£1,000,000,  which  will  be  added  to  the 
national  resources  in  the  year  1889-90, 
and  will  be  followed  by  a  yet  larger 
sum  in  the  following  year.  This  is  a 
contingency  which  I  have  a  right  to  indi- 
cate, but  which  I  have  not  taken  into 
account.  I  have  stated  the  sources  from 
which  I  believe  this  gap  ought  to  be 
mot,  by  duties  on  property  and  the  re- 
sults of  property,  from  stamps,  or  from 
some  re* arrangement  of  the  Death 
Duties,  or  from  taxes  of  that  class. 

And  now  I  rejoice  to  think  I  have  come 
to  the  end  of  my  long  and  I  fear  almost 
interminable  story.  The  subjects  have 
been  so  vast,  so  complicated,  that  it  has 
really  been  impossible  for  mo  to  attempt  to 
do  justice  to  most  of  them.  I  should  have 
been  glad  to  have  built  up  step  by 
step  as  I  passed  on  a  rampart  of  solid 
masonry,  so  to  speak,  in  the  shape  of 
argument,  around  every  proposal  I  have 
made.  I  feel  that  during  the  compara- 
tively short  time  I  have  had  to  devote  to 
each  several  point,  I  may  have  left  posi- 
tions undefended  which  will  be  bom- 
barded by  heavy  guns  in  the  course  of 
the  discussion  which  will  ensue.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  amount  of  work  arising 
out  of  the   great  Conversion  Soheoiei 
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concerDing  which,  I  am  happy  to  say, 
there  is  every  indication  of  its  being 
successful,  has  put  it  out  of  my  power 
to  devote  as  much  time  to  the  prepara- 
tions of  my  statement  as  might  possibly 
have  resulted  in  my  being  able  to  con- 
dense my  remarks.  Hence  I  have 
omitted  many  great  subjects.  Perhaps 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Shef- 
field (Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  will  think 
that  I  ought  to  have  dealt  with  that 
fiscal  change  he  advocates  in  the  shape 
of  some  form  of  Fair  Trade ;  but  I  have 
had  to  enter  into  too  many  discussions 
arising  out  of  the  proposals  I  have  made 
to  enter  into  the  discussion  of  proposals 
I  cannot  accept.  There  is  an  omission 
of  a  different  kind  which  I  regret  even 
more.  I  should  have  liked  to  refer  to 
the  important  subjects  of  light  gold  and 
of  the  circulation,  which  I  touched  upon 
last  year  in  my  Budget  Speech,  and 
upon  which  I  have  been  engaged,  and 
measures  for  dealing  with  which  are 
in  an  advanced  stage.  I  hope  still, 
looking  to  the  facilities  which  the  House 
of  Commons  now  kindly  gives  for  the 
discussion  of  Business,  that  I  may  be  able 
to  submit  proposals  on  these  subjects  for 
the  consideration  of  the  House  even  in 
the  present  year.  But,  at  any  rate,  I 
have  placed  before  the  House  the  main 
financial  proposals  of  the  Government. 
We  have  tried  to  consider  the  interest  of 
the  ratepayer  as  well  as  of  the  taxpayer  ; 
we  have  endeavoured,  as  far  as  we  can, 
to  be  just  to  both.  I  have  felt,  and  I  feel, 
the  extreme  difficulty  of  the  adjustments 
between  the  two  vast  fields  of  Imperial 
and  Local  Taxation.  But,  at  least,  wo 
hare  endeavoured  to  lay  before  the 
House  proposals  conceived  in  a  just 
and  liberal  spirit,  and  we  submit  them 
with  some  confidence  to  the  favourable 
consideration  of  the  Committee  and  the 
country. 

(1,)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That,  towards  raising  the  Supply  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  the  Duties  of  Customs  now 
ehargeahle  on  Tea  shall  continue  to  be  levied 
and  charged  on  and  after  the  first  day  of  August, 
one  thousand  ei^ht  hundred  and  eighty-eight, 
antil  the  first  day  of  August,  one  thousand 
eight  handred  and  eighty-nine,  on  the  importa- 
tion thereof  into  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
(that  ia  to  say) : — 

Tea  .  .  .  the  pound  .  .  .  Sixpence." 


Mr.  OHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) :  I 
think  there  is  one  point  on  which  every 


hon.  Member  of  the  House  will  agree. 
I  ask  the  cordial  assent  of  the  Commit- 
tee when  I  say  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Ohanoellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
throughout  the  three  hours  and  a  quarter 
during  which  he  has  addressed  us,  has 
held  the  attention  of  the  Committee  tho- 
roughly, and  has  made  himself  perfectly 
clear  to  all  those  who  take  an  interest  in 
finance,  with  regard  to  the  proposals  he 
has  placed  before  us-  We  desire,  what- 
ever may  be  our  opinions,  either  on 
the  spur  of  the  moment,  or  when  we 
have  had  time  to  consider  them,  to 
thank  him  for  placing  those  proposals 
before  us  in  so  explicit  and  clear  a 
manner.  I  have  very  little  to  add  to 
these  words,  for  the  present  is  not  the 
occasion  for  criticizing  the  details  of  the 
Budget ;  and,  therefore,  I  postpone  any 
criticisms  I  may  have  to  make  upon  the 
principles  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
Budget,  or  their  application,  until  the 
more  appropriate  opportunity  which  will 
present  itself  on  the  adoption  of  the 
Hesolutions  in  Committee  or  Second 
Beading  of  the  Customs  and  Inland 
Bevenue  Bill.  But  before  I  sit  down  I 
should  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man one  or  two  questions.  I  wish  to  ask 
him,  in  the  first  place,  whether  he  has 
any  objection  to  circulate  at  once,  not 
to-morrow,  but  as  soon  as  he  possibly 
can,  a  Paper  showing  in  detail  the  pro- 
posals he  has  made  to  the  Committee  ? 
I  followed  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
through  his  whole  speech,  and  I  think 
he  will  not  blame  me  if  I  say  that  the 
number  of  figures  and  calculations  which 
he  has  placed  before  us  is  so  large  that 
it  is  not  possible  for  anyono  to  carry 
them  away  in  his  mind  so  as  to  under- 
stand them  thoroughly,  even  though  we 
may  supplement  our  recollection  by 
reading  the  report  of  his  speech  in  the 
newspapers.  I  therefore  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  he  will,  in  the 
first  place,  give  us  a  Paper  showing  the 
details  of  his  proposals  ?  Probably,  if  it 
is  laid  pto  formd  on  the  Table  of  the 
House  to-morrow,  a  Paper  could  be  cir- 
culated in  a  day  or  two,  showing  not  only 
the  details  of  his  proposals,  but  also  more 
minute  figures  relating  to  the  Kevenue 
and  Expenditure  of  the  last  and  coming 
year,  which,  considering  how  lengthy 
his  statement  necessarily  was,  he  has 
very  wisely,  I  think,  curtailed.  For 
instance,  I  think  my  right  hon.  Friend 
gave  us  no  details  whatever  as  to  the 
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charges  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  beyond 
the  Debt  totals.  It  has,  I  think,  been 
always  usual  to  give  these  details ;  but 
my  right  hon.  Friend  has  not  mentioned 
them  at  all.  I  see  that  my  right  hon.  Fritnd 
admits  that  I  am  asking  nothing  un- 
usual, and  I  think  we  may  also  ask  him 
to  give  us  some  more  details  of  Heve- 
nue.  If  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  do 
that,  I  think  he  will  greatly  assist  the 
discussion  which  will  take  place  in  a  few 
days.  I  was  glad  that,  with  reference 
to  future  years,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
exercised  some  caution  by  warning  the 
Committee  on  one  subject  particularly — 
namely,  as  to  what  will  be  the  prospective 
effect  of  the  Budget  which,  although  it 
leaves  for  1888-9  a  certain  surplus, 
contemplates  that  unless  a  marked  im- 
provement in  trade  or  economy  in  expen- 
diture takes  place  the  deficit  of  1889-90 
will  be  serious.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  forgive  me  for  saying  that, 
in  speaking  of  the  prospective  deficit, 
lie  omitted  to  refer  to  one  very  important 
item — that  is,'the  loss  of  Income  Tax  as 
between  1889  and  1890. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  may,  perhaps, 
meet  that  point  at  once.  The  loss  upon 
the  Income  Tax  will  probably  be  made 
up  by  the  natural  increase  in  the  aver- 
age incomes  of  the  country.  In  cal- 
culating the  probable  Revenue,  we  must 
not  forget  that  we  have  passed  througli 
some  bad  years,  and  are  now  approach- 
ing a  year  in  which  we  hope  to  receive 
more  from  the  Income  Tax. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  I  am  glad  to  hoar 
that  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  I 
did  not  at  all  refer  to  the  subject  as  a 
matter  for  blame,  and  the  iaformation 
which  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  give  us 
in  print  will,  no  doubt,  make  this  mat- 
ter perfectly  plain.  Again,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  promised  last  year  that  the  sub- 
ject of  light  gold  coinage  was  one  which 
he  would  bring  this  year  before  Par- 
liament. I  presume  that  tbo  conversion 
of  the  light  gold  coinage  will  involve 
a  heavy  charge  this  year. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  No  increased  charge 
will  be  involved  in  the  conversion. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  :  I  am  glad  to  hear 
that  statement ;  but  I  must  remind  my 
right  hon.  Friend  that  he  has  two 
alternatives — either  to  make  a  proposal 
which  will  create  a  charge  upon  the 
year,  or  to  make  a  proposal  whicli  will 
make  no  such  charge ;  he  must  do  one 
of  two  things  if  he  brings  forward  a 
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proposal  with  regard  to  the  light  gold 
coinage  during  the  present  year ;  and 
if  the  plan  involves  a  charge  it  will 
diminish  his  surplus.  [Mr.  Gt)SCHEX: 
No.]  My  right  hon.  Friend  is  very 
ingenious,  and  I  will  give  him  credit 
for  finding  out  some  third  plan ; 
but  let  me  impress  upon  him  that 
the  state  of  the  gold  coinage  is  so 
oxtremoly  bad,  and  has  got  so  much 
worse  since  I  was  unfortunately  unable, 
through  the  early  Prorogation,  to  carry 
out  the  proposal  I  made  to  the  House 
four  years  ago,  that  whereas,  for  instance, 
one-half  of  the  half-sovereigns  were 
light  then,  there  are,  I  believe,  three* 
quarters  of  them  light  at  the  present  time. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  A  soheme  of  the 
character  indicated  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  in  an  advanced  stage  of 
preparation. 

Mr.  CHILDERS :  I  rejoice  at  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
as  I  know  that  it  is  most  important  that 
there  should  be  no  delay  in  dealing  with 
this  subject.  As  there  is  no  pressing 
necessity  for  the  Resolutions  which  have 
been  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  Chair- 
man, I  would  put  it  to  the  Committee 
that  they  should  not  be  debated  this 
evening,  but  that  we  should  adjourn  the 
present  debate. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  hope  that  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  will  not  object 
to  pass  the  Resolutions  relating  to 
the  Wine  Duties  and  Income  Tax,  be- 
cause if  the  former  is  not  passed  to-night 
large  quantities  of  wine  will  be  taken 
out  of  bond  to-morrow  and  sold  during 
the  rest  of  the  year  free  of  the  increased 
duty.  My  right  hon.  Friend  will  under- 
stand also,  with  regard  to  the  Income 
Tax,  that  the  dividends  are  payable  on 
the  5th  of  April ;  and  if  the  Committee 
will  assent  to  the  remission  of  the  one 
penny  of  Incomo  Tax  it  will,  of  course, 
enormously  facilitate  the  collection  of 
the  Revenue  for  the  year,  and  avoid  the 
groat  labour  that  would  otherwise  be 
incurred.  Of  course,  I  have  no  right  to 
press  this,  if  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  do  not  see  their  way ;  but  I 
am  sure  they  will  appreciate  the  diffi* 
culty  now  that  the  dividends  are  so 
shortly  payable,  and  perceive  that  it 
would  be  a  very  great  assistance  if  the 
Committee  will  deal  rapidly  with  these 
two  Rosolutions. 

SiRWILLIAMHARCOURT(Derby): 
I  think  that  the  appeal  of  the  right  hon. 
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OenHeman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer (Mr.  Goschen)  on  the  subject  of 
the  Wine  Duties  ought  to  be  assented  to 
without  objection ;  but  as  to  the  Income 
Tax,  it  seems  to  me  impossible  that  we 
should  proceed  with  the  Resolution  now. 
I  believe  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Childers)  that  no  Resolution  on  that 
subject  has  ever  been  taken  on  the  first 
night  of  the  Budget  when  there  has 
been  a  change  of  duty.  Everyone  who 
has  listened  to  the  very  able  statement 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  will  see  that  in 
consequence  of  the  proposed  change 
many  other  taxes  are  to  be  imposed ; 
and  I  do  not  tbink  we  should  give  any 
opinion  on  this  matter  now.  There  are 
one  or  two  points  on  which  I  should 
like  some  further  details.  I  do  not  in 
the  least  complain  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  for  not  having  given  us  full 
details  of  the  items  of  Revenue ;  but  if 
he  will  let  us  have  them  in  a  printed 
form  it  would  be  interesting  to  the 
House.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
stated  that  in  the  Customs  of  last  year 
there  was  a  falling  off  of  £80,000  ;  and 
I  cannot  make  out  what  are  the  items 
in  which  an  increase  of  duty  has  taken 
place  that  would  so  countervail  that  as 
to  result  ultimately  in  an  increase  of 
£30,000  on  Customs.  Then  the  righthon. 
Gentleman  alluded  to  the  great  increase 
in  the  Probate  Duty.  I  think  he  will 
find  that  last  year  either  my  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Childers),  or  I,  told  him  we 
thought  he  was  taking  his  stand  too 
low.  The  real  truth  is,  that  there  has 
been  of  late  years  a  disposition — I  do 
not  know  why  —  to  undervalue  the 
Stamp  Duties.  The  Stamp  Duties  have 
fUmost  invariably  exceeded  the  estimates 
made  of  them.  This  year  they  have, 
no  doubt,  exceptionally  increased.  I 
would  say  for  the  consolation  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Central 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent)  and 
others,  who  think  that  we  have  for  the 
last  40  years  or  more  been  pursuing  a 
ruinoos  commercial  policy,  that,  if  we 
had  been  pursuing  a  policy  injurious  to 
our  trade  and  to  our  interests,  we  should 
not  have  found  the  realized  wealth  of 
the  country  constantly  increasing  beyond 
our  expectations.  Two  years  ago,  when 
people  were  in  despair  about  the  pro- 
sperity of  the  oountry,  I  was  criticized 
■ererdy  because  I  would  not  believe 
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that  all  the  interests  of  the  country  were 
ruined.  One  of  the  points  I  especially 
insisted  upon  was  the  increase  in  the 
Probate  Duty.  In  1886  I  mentioned 
that  then  the  Probate  Dutv  had 
reached  the  highest  point  it  had  ever 
obtained,  and  now  I  am  glad  to  hear 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
Probate  Duty  has  reached  a  still  higher 
point.  I  think  we  may  judge  from  that 
that  the  apprehension  which  existed 
some  years  ago  as  to  the  general  dis- 
tress of  the  country  was  ill  founded,  and 
that,  also,  we  may  believe  that  the  sys- 
tem we  are  pursuing  is  one  which  is 
not  really  injurious  to  the  interests  of 
the  country.  Now,  the  righthon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  prided  himself  upon  the  Jarge  re- 
duction he  has  effected  in  the  Debt.  I 
may  be  allowed,  in  all  good  humour, 
to  tell'him  he  has  been  a  reducer  of  the 
Debt  malgre  luiy  because  ho  reduced  the 
provision  made  for  the  reduction  of  the 
Debt  by  £2,000,000.  What  has  really 
reduced  the  Debt  is  the  existing  law  of 
the  old  Sinking  Fund,  which  has  ap- 
propriated his  surplus — his  surplus  of 
£2,000,000  — to  the  reduction  of  the 
Debt.  The  fact  is,  that  the  surplus  he 
has  derived  from  the  large  yield  of  the 
Probate  Duty  has  been  by  the  operation 
of  the  law  appropriated — I  think  I  am 
right  in  so  saying — to  the  reduction  of 
the  Debt.  Owing  to  the  prosperity  of 
the  country  and  the  wisdom  of  previous 
legislation,  though  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  took 
£2,000,000  off  the  new  Sinking  Fund, 
the  £2,000,000  has  reappeared  under 
the  old  Sinking  Fund.  The  reduction 
of  the  Debt  is  made,  in  spite  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  by  the 
operation  of  the  law,  through  his  sur- 
plus being  applied  to  that.  I  should 
not  have  alluded  to  that  but  for  the  re- 
ferences to  the  savings  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  effected  in  the  future 
upon  the  conversion  of  the  Debt,  If  I 
am  not  wrong,  the  existing  law  would 
apply  that  money  to  the  reduction  of 
Debt ;  and  I  do  hope  that  in  future  the 
House  of  Commons  will  not  be  a  party 
to  breaking  down  the  law  by  which 
savings  effected  upon  the  interest  will 
go  in  reduction  of  the  Debt.  I  may 
point  out  to  the  House  the  enormous 
value  of  the  old  Sinking  Fund  under 
which   I    imagine    the    interest   saved 
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upon  the  Dobt  will  go  to  tbo  reduction 
of  the  capital  of  the  Debt.  See  how  it 
has  operated.  It  operated  in  my  time, 
to  a  certain  extent,  in  reducing  the 
Debt.  It  has  operated  to  the  amount  of 
£2,000,000  in  reducing  the  Debt  in 
spite  of  the  provieion  made  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tlie  Exchc(|uer  for  the  reduction 
of  the  new  Sinking  Fund.  It  is  a  pro- 
vision of  enormous  value,  and  I  hope 
the  House  of  Commons  will  not  be  dis- 
posed to  depart  from  it.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  spoke  of  his  increased 
balances,  and  also  of  the  balances  as 
being  a  reduction  of  Debt.  Now,  I 
confess  I  think  that  is  rather  a  loose 
doctrine.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer knows  very  well  that  I  have 
objected  to  the  returns  of  the  condition 
of  the  Debt  in  which  the  balances  are 
thown  as  an  asset.  I  know  there  are 
arguments  both  one  way  and  the  other. 
Certainly  the  wliolo  of  the  balances 
cannot  be  spoken  of  as  an  asset.  You 
might  just  as  well,  bci.  re  you  pay  your 
Christmas  Bills,  talk  of  the  balance  at 
your  bankers  on  the  24th  of  December 
as  an  asset,  when  you  know  perfectly 
well  that  the  great  part  is  going  imme- 
diately in  tlie  discharge  of  debt.  Of 
course,  there  is  tlie  nesrt  g^^  of  the  Suez 
Canal.  The  Suez  Canal,  I  will  admit, 
has  been  a  very  fm'tunate  speculation  ; 
but  there  is  nothing  so  ruinous  to  a 
nation  as  to  an  individual  to  find  its  first 
speculation  a  successful  one,  because  if 
a  nation  is  to  go  into  more  speculations 
of  this  character,  I  think  the  results  are 
likely  to  be  very  disastrous.  I  do  hope 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  is 
not  meditating  putting  any  of  these 
balances  into  the  Panama  Canal  in  con- 
sequence of  the  successes  which  have 
been  achieved  in  the  Suez  Canal.  I 
only  hope  we  may  be  satisfied  with  the 
success  of  the  Suez  Canal,  and  that  wo 
may  never  repeat  the  experiment,  be- 
cause I  am  convinced  if  the  nation 
speculates  in  transactions  of  this  kind  it 
will  experience  the  fate  which  befalls 
individuals.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  made  a 
very  interesting  reference  to  the  farmers' 
schedule,  or  schedule  13.  The  remark- 
able part  of  it,  however,  was  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
South  Edinburgh  made  the  same  offer 
to  the  farmers  some  three  years  ago ; 
but  for  some  reason  or  other  they  did 
not  at  that  time  accept  it.     I  only  make 
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these  very  incidental  remarks  because  in 
the  case  of  important  proposals  of  the 
character  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer has  mode,  one  must  take  time  to 
consider  and  to  reserve  his  criticism  for 
a  future  occasion.  My  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South  Edinburgh  has 
alluded  to  what  is  the  most  serious  feature 
of  this  Budget.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  in  his  Budget  and  in  the 
Local  Government  Bill  is  going  to  enact 
charges  for  which  he  makes  no  future 
provision,  or,  at  all  events,  but  veiy 
imperfect  provision.  He  has  made 
charges  which  he  will  meet  partially  in 
the  present  yuar  under  the  temporary 
arrangement,  but  the  charges  in  the 
Local  Government  Bill  and  in  the 
Budget  will,  I  understand,  be  perma* 
nent  charges  which  cannot  be  altered. 
For  these  he  has  made  no  provision. 
He  has  said  very  frankly  that  he  has 
only  made  the  provision  which  is  neces- 
sary in  the  present  year ;  for  the  year 
which  is  to  come  after  that,  charge  will 
subsist,  but  there  is  no  provision  for 
them.  That  is  a  very  serious  financial 
omission,  which  has  certainly  not  been 
usual  in  Imperial  Budgets.  That  is  a 
subject  which  will  have  hereafter  to  be 
very  carefully  considered,  because,  al* 
though  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
did  not  make  provision  in  money,  he  made 
provision  in  a  series  of  what  I  may  call 
*'  financial  moral  sentiments.''  He  con- 
cluded his  speech  by  admitting  that  there 
would  be  a  charge  of  £1,550,000  which 
would  have  to  be  met  in  the  year  aftv 
next ;  but  he  said  that  ''  It  must  not  be 
met  by  this,  it  must  not  be  met  by  that, 
and  I  will  not  tell  you  how  it  is  to  be 
met.''  That  seems  to  me  to  be  some- 
what doubtful  finance ;  but  of  course  we 
shall  have  more  opportunity  of  oonsider- 
ing  the  point  later  on. 

Mr,  STANLEY  LEIQHTON  (Shwm- 
shire,  Oswestry) :  The  right  hon.  Oentile- 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
has  made  a  statement  which  I  hope  he 
will  explain  a  little  more  fully.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  told  us  over  and 
over  again  that  he  is  giving  great  ad- 
vantages to  the  local  ratepayers — that 
this  is  a  Local  Budget.  I  understand  he 
intends  to  hand  over  to  the  local  rate- 
payers £5,500,000,  but  that  at  the  same 
time  ho  takes  away  £2,600,000,  which  is 
now  given  in  the  form  of  grants  in  aid. 
That  will  leave  a  paltry  £300,000. 
ICrieB    of    *' £3,000,000." J      We   g«t 
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now  £2,600,000,  and  we  are  to  have 
£6,500,000.  What  remains  to  us  is 
£2,900,000,  and  this  is  to  be  made  up 
bj  additional  taxation. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN:  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man stated  the  figures  correctly  in 
the  first  instance,  but  did  not  do  the 
sum.  The  total  advance  will  be 
£5,500,000.  From  that  you  have  to 
deduct  £2,600,000,  leavingnot  the  paltry 
sum  of  £300,000,  but  £2,900,000,  nearly 
£3,000,000.  Itis£3,000,000freshmoney. 

Mb.  KELLY  (Camberwell,  N.): 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  if  I  am 
right  in  supposing  he  told  us  that  the 
whole  of  the  Hawkers'  Tax  is  to  be  re- 
pealed ?  I  should  also  like  him  to  tell 
us  whether  hawkers'  carts  will  be  taxed, 
and  whether,  if  hawkers'  licences  are  to 
be  abolished,  similar  relief  ought  not 
to  be  given  to  the  poorer  class  of  vendors 

til  A  nedlars  ? 

Sib  JOSEPH  PEASE  (Durham,  Bar- 
nard Oastle) :  I  do  not  desire  to  go  into 
what  I  may  call  the  controversial  points 
of  this  Budget,  because  I  know  that  the 
House  of  Commons  has  now  a  very  diffi- 
cult task  before  it.  It  has  the  difficulty 
of  dealing  with  the  very  able  statement 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  (Mr.  EitchieJ  in  introducing  the 
Local  Government  Bill  as  well  as  of 
dealing  with  the  Budget,  and  there  is 
the  difficulty  of  cotisidering  the  two 
eombined.  It  seems  to  me  that  there 
are  several  points  in  this  Budget  which 
will  require  very  great  consideration. 
For  instance,  the  proposal  that  a  large 
amount  of  personalty  should  go  in  re- 
lief of  the  rates  is  one  which  we  shall 
do  well  to  consider  very  carefully.  But 
I  eongratulate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chanoellor  of  the  Exchequer  upon 
the  very  able  statement  he  has  made. 
I  think  he  was  perfectly  right  in  the  be- 
ginning of  his  statement  to  pay  a  great 
tribute  to  the  public  servants.  I  am 
ture  he  must  have  taxed  the  abilities 
and  the  time  of  the  public  servants  in 
the  collection  of  the  enormous  array  of 
facta  and  figures  he  has  laid  before  the 
Committee.  There  are  one  or  two  points 
which  I  am  sure  the  whole  country  will 
reeeive  with  satisfaction.  Whatever  may 
be  the  result  of  remitting  a  1^.  of  the 
Income  Tax,  I  am  convinced  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  endeavour  to 
make  the  transactions  on  the  Stock  Ex- 


change, which  have  hitherto  paid  nothing, 
bear  their  fair  share  towards  the  Na- 
tional Revenue,  will  be  received  with 
great  satisfaction  in  the  country.  I  only 
hope  that  the  efforts  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  lay  hold  of  this  portion 
of  the  revenue  will  not  be  frustrated  by 
the  difficulties  which  are  sure  to  be 
thrown  in  his  way.  In  my  constituency 
there  has  been  for  years  great  complaint 
that  the  heavy  vehicles  were  entirely  free 
from  toll,  and  that  the  farmers  had  to 
maintain  the  roads.  I  think  the  pro- 
posal to  tax  the  class  of  large  vehicles 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  alluded 
to  £1  is  a  most  righteous  proposition. 
It  is  but  proper  that  these  vehicles 
should  pay  towards  the  wear  and  tear  of 
the  roads,  of  which  they  have  been  so 
large  a  user,  and  to  which  they  do  so 
much  damage.  With  regard  to  the  tax 
on  wheels,  I  should  have  been  glad  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  have 
seen  his  way  to  leave  the  farmers'  carts 
untaxed. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  I  thought  I  made 
it  clear  that  carts  employed  in  hus- 
bandry are  not  to  be  taxed. 

Sir  JOSEPH  PEASE  :  I  am  much 
obliged  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
correcting  me.  Sitting  below  the  Gang- 
way I  was  not  able  to  hear  that  he  made 
any  exception  to  the  tax.  The  tax  on 
horses  of  luxury  is  a  most  legitimate 
tax ;  but  of  all  the  alterations  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  proposes  to 
make,  I  think  the  one  which  will  give 
the  greatest  satisfaction  is  that  he  pro- 
poses to  make  in  the  Carriage  Tax.  I, 
for  one,  would  have  been  glad  if  he 
had  repealed  the  carriage  tax,  because 
I  regard  it  very  much  in  the  light  of  a 
tax  upon  labour ;  but  if  we  are  to  have 
a  carriage  tax,  certainly  the  way  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes  to  deal 
with  it  is  one  which  will  remove  a  great 
deal  of  grievance.  I  must  congpratulate 
the  Government  upon  the  comparative 
absence  of  Supplementary  Estimates. 
The  amount  of  Supplementary  Estimates 
they  have  brought  in  is  very  small,  and 
I  hope  the  example  they  have  set  will 
be  followed  in  future.  With  regard  to 
the  more  important  points  of  the  Budget, 
I  desire  to  reserve  any  opinion  I  may 
have  of  them  until  I  see  further  what 
are  actually  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
propositions. 

jroB  EASOH  (]       x,  S.B.) : 
p:         ^ing,  as   I  do, 
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c^iv^^^ion  which  has  boon  vory  hardly  hit, 
and  which  has  moroland  out  of  cultiva- 
tion than  almost  any  other  county  in  the 
Kingdom,  I  congratulate  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer on  the  very  large  measure  of  relief 
he  has  piomiscd  us,  and  also  upon  tho 
fact  that  he  has  fulfilled  the  hope  wliich 
ho  raised  in  tho  minds  of  tiie  deputation 
of  agricultural  Afoinlors  who  waited 
upon  him  about  this  day  last  year.  1 
also  wish  to  protest  as  strongly  as  I  can 
against  the  statement  that  the  relief  tho 
right  hon.  Goiitloman  is  giving  us  is 
only  a  grant  in  aid  of  the  squircarchj'. 
This  grant  in  aid  is  a  grant  in  aid  of 
rigrlcuilural  labourers  and  farmers,  and 
I  do  not  think  any  hon.  Gentleman  on 
cither  side  of  the  House  will  deny  that 
v;o  want  tho  aFsistanoo  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  is  gv>iug  t.)  give  us.  As 
I  have  said,  we  in  South-East  Es-sex 
have  more  land  cut  of  cultivaiion  than 
any  other  county  in  tho  Kiugdom ;  in 
fact,  our  farmers  are  divided  practicaily 
iut)  two  catecrories  —  those  who  aru 
ruined,  and  those  who  are  going  to  be 
ruined.  I  do  not  want  to  pursue  such 
an  uuiiloasant  subject ;  but  I  wish  to 
assure  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
tho  farmorB  and  labourers  in  the  divi- 
sion I  represent  will  remember  very 
gratefully  tho  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, who  has  Ijcen  tho  Crst  to  bring  the 
equalization  of  taxation  of  real  and 
portonal  property  into  the  area  of  prac- 
tical politics,  and  who  has  done  all  ho 
can  to  talro  undue  burdens  oli  tho  land. 

Mr.  QUILTER  (Suffolk,  Sudbury): 
After  tho  long  and  exhaustive  statement 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  tho  Exchequer  has  addressed  to  U3,  I 
thall  only  ask  him  ono  question.  I  wish 
to  know  whether  my  impression  is  cor- 
rect— that  in  addition  to  tho  present 
one-half  per  cent  on  tho  issue  of 
Foreign  Bonds,  there  is  to  be  an  annual 
tax  of  1j.  per  cent  on  all  Foreign  Bonds 
ai.d  Stock  Exchange  traneactious  not 
now  liable  to  duty  ?  I  also  desire  to  say 
that  the  chosen  representatives  of  the 
experts,  to  whoju  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man alluded,  will  certainly  atford  him 
every  assistance  in  his  power,  without 
which  assistance  I  am  persuaded  some 
of  the  proposals  ho  has  shadowed  forth 
cannot  be  carried  into  effect. 

Mr.  AUSTIN  (Yorkshire,  'W.R., 
Osgoldcross) :  It  will  be  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
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Chancellor  of  the  Ezcliequer  that  some 
time  ago  an  appeal  was  made  to  him 
concerning  the  great  hardship  suffered 
by  some  tenant  farmers  in  having  heen 
called  upon  to  pay  Income  Tax  twice 
over.  I  trust  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will  provide  some  remedy  for 
such  an  un j  ust  state  of  things. 

:^rB.  F.  S.  POWELL  ( Wigan) :  There 
are  onW  one  or  two  matters  of  minor 
importance  which  I  wish  to  mention. 
When  I  had  the  honour,  some  years  ago, 
of  representing  a  division  of  Yorkshire, 
there  was  a  great  hardship  felt  by  many 
of  tho  small  farmers  in  conseqaence  of 
the  tax  on  horses.  The  tax  at  that  time 
was  paid  by  them  if  by  some  chance  they 
happened  to  use  their  horses  for  pleasure. 
I  am  sure  it  will  be  a  great  source  of 
satisfaction  to  the  small  farmers  in  that 
district  if,  before  the  debate  doses,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchei|Uor  will  assure  us  that  hones 
usod  mainly  for  agricultural  purpoiei 
will  not  be  brought  under  taxation,  be- 
cause by  some  accident  horses  may  be 
used  from  time  to  time  by  a  farmer  lor 
his  own  pleasure  and  for  the  amusement 
of  his  family.  The  second  point — 1  sm 
ashamed  to  mention  these  small  matten, 
but  they  are  matters  of  practical  interest 
— is  the  tax  on  carts.  I  haye  had  for 
some  time  the  honour  of  being  a  member 
of  tho  Highway  Committee  in  the  West 
Eiding  of  the  county  of  Yorkshire,  where 
there  have  been  h^vy  rates  in  conse- 
quence of  the  enormously  weighty 
burdens  carried  on  the  roads  by  traction 
engines.  We  have  the  power — and  we 
exorcise  it — to  levy  toll  on  the  locomotive 
itself  in  the  shape  of  a  licence ;  bat  wo 
have  no  power  to  tax  the  carts.  These 
carts,  as  we  all  know,  form  a  long  train, 
and  their  effect  on  the  roads  is  most 
destruotivo.  Tho  roads  are  not  eon- 
strueted  to  bear  heavy  burdens.  The 
mechanism  of  tho  roads  is  utterly 
annihilated,  and  passage  along  them  by 
ordinary  vehicles  becomes  idmost  im- 
possible. I  am  delighted  to  hear  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Oentlemsni 
because  that  injustice  will  no  longer  be 
allowed.  I  have  no  doubt  that  when 
these  carts  are  brought  under  taxation 
they  will  be  used  with  greater  modeirm- 
tion,  and  that  improper  use  of  roads  will 
not  continue.  I  congratulato  the  Go^ 
vemmont  on  their  proposals.  They  are 
wude  and  far-reaching  proposals;  thsj 
do  not  relieve  one  class  to  the  iiynij  « 
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another ;  but  I  believe  they  will  prove  a 
relief  to  many  olasses.  I  am  sure  the 
proposals  will  be  received  by  the  country 
with  great  thankfulness.  There  is  one 
very  humble  class  which  has  been  for 
years  groaning  under  taxation,  and 
which  will  be  relieved  by  the  Govern- 
ment proposals,  and  that  is  the  class  of 
hawkers.  I  have  sufficient  knowledge 
of  the  feelings  of  magistrates  to  be  able 
to  say  that  no  duty  imposed  on  magis- 
trates which  is  discharged  by  them  with 
grater  regret  than  the  duty  of  fining 
hawkera  without  licences.  Many  of 
them  are  poor  but  industrious  people, 
and  the  taxation  levied  upon  them  is  a 
Bovere  pressure  upon  their  honest  trade. 
The  licence  was  intended  as  a  prohibi- 
tion upon  what  was  regarded  as  a  nui- 
sance in  the  country ;  but  it  has  acted 
most  mischievously  and  has  produced  a 
great  hardship  upon  these  simple  but 
deserving  persons.  I  am  glad  that  I 
have  been  permitted  to  make  these  ob- 
servations. They  are  few,  indeed,  but 
perhaps  they  are  not  unworthy  of  some 
consideration  amongst  the  larger  ques- 
tions which  occupy  our  attention. 

CoLoicEL  NOLAN  (Gal way,  N.)  said, 
be  only  intended  to  touch  upon  the 
Budget  from  one  point  of  view,  and 
that  was  so  far  as  it  related  to  Irish  in- 
terests. He  looked  upon  this  Budget 
as  the  third  step  in  the  very  complete 
change  which  the  English  Treasury 
Bench  had  been  effecting  during  the 
past  three  or  four  years  in  the  financial 
relations  of  England  and  Ireland,  and 
he  was  not  at  all  sorry  to  have  to  dis- 
cuss that  change  whilst  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Goschen)  was  in 
Office,  because  he  rather  liked  the  tone 
of  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  dealing 
with  money  matters.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  the  only  person  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  who  did  not  pretend  to 
be  generous  to  Ireland  in  money  mat- 
ters, and  whilst  not  claiming  to  be  gene- 
rons  he  was  the  only  one  who  tried  to 
be  just.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  dis- 
cussed the  matter  from  that  point  of 
view.  Those  who  pretended  to  be 
generous  were  committing  the  grossest 
injusCxce  to  Ireland,  from  a  pecuniary 
point  of  view.  Ireland  suffered  this 
fi;reat  disadvantage,  that  she  had  not 
bad  a  single  Member  on  the  Treasury 
Beneh  during  the  past  30  or  40  years. 
The  result  was  that  the  Irish  Members 


were  untrained  in  these  subjects,  and 
had  many  difficulties  to  contend  with  in 
considering  and  discussing  them.  There 
were  three  steps  which  had  taken  place 
in  the  monetary  relations  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  recognize  tho  fact,  Tho 
first  change  occurred  when  the  roads  were 
disturnpiked.  A  modest  sum  of  money 
was  given  to  England  and  Scotland  in 
regard  to  the  operation  then  brought 
about ;  but  as  Ireland  was  not  affected 
no  equivalent  was  given  to  her.  The 
old  custom  had  been  to  put  duties  on 
England  and  not  to  put  thorn  on  Ireland, 
and  this  was  the  first  change  in  tho 
direction  of  a  subvention  or  a  covert 
subvention.  Nominally,  Ireland  was 
always  better  treated  than  England  or 
Scotland ;  but  in  the  case  to  which  he 
(Colonel  Nolan)  referred,  money  was 
given  to  England  and  Scotland  and  not 
to  Ireland,  the  reason  advanced  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  then  in  Office  being  that 
no  carriage  duty  was  charged  in  Ire- 
land. The  amount  given  in  the  case  of 
England  and  Scotland  was  an  offset  on 
the  Carriage  Tax.  That  was  the  first 
step.  The  second  step  came  last  year. 
He  did  not  blame  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  but  the  fact  was  that  addi- 
tional moneys  were  given  to  England 
and  Scotland  —  either  £180,000  or 
£280,000,  he  forgot  which.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  at  the  time  said 
ho  considered  a  gift  of  £50,000  to 
Ireland  would  be  equivalent  to  the 
amount  given  to  England  and  Scotland, 
and  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  followed  out  his  opinions — becauso 
ho  spoke  pretty  much  then  as  he  had 
spoken  to-night — the  Irish  Members 
would  all  of  them  have  agreed  with 
him.  But  that  £50,000  had  been 
frittered  away  ;  there  were  so  many  in- 
terests at  stake,  and  the  clerks  and 
Government  officials  in  Ireland  got 
round  tho  Government  to  such  good 
purpose,  inducing  them  to  go  in  for 
fancy  schemes  of  arterial  drainage,  and 
so  on,  that  the  money  was  actually 
wasted — at  any  rate,  three-fifths  of  it 
had  been  spent.  The  great  danger  in 
dealing  with  Irish  matters  was  that  there 
were  always  two  or  three  Members  who 
understood  the  agricultural  parts  of 
Ireland  sitting  on  the  same  side  of  the 
House  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who 
undertook  to  advise  him ;  and  it  was 
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eolely  by  these  two  or  three  Gentlemen 
that  the  Government  were  guided. 
They  were  cut  off  from  the  great  bulk 
of  the  Irish  Members  in  the  House.  The 
result  of  this  state  of  things,  in  the  case  to 
which  he  was  referring,  was  that  this 
£50,000  given  last  year  to  Ireland  had 
either  been  wasted  or  not  expended.  The 
second  step,  therefore,  was  giving  a 
certain  sum  to  England  and  Scotland, 
and  pretending  to  give  the  same  to  Ire- 
land, but  in  reality  doing  nothing  of 
the  kind.  What  had  been  given  had 
been  frittered  away  in  Dublin.  The 
third  step  was  far  more  important,  and 
had  come  in  in  that  portion  of  the 
Budget  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer which  dealt  with  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill.  That  question  became  of 
great  importance  in  the  pecuniary  rela- 
tions of  the  two  countries.  They  had, 
up  to  this  point,  dealt  with  sums  of 
moderate  amount.  Under  the  disturn- 
piked  roads  arrangement  it  would  only 
have  come  to  £40,000;  last  year  the 
amount  given  to  Ireland  came  to 
£50,000;  but  now  they  found  tho  amount 
given  to  Ireland  should  be  about 
£500.000.  The  right  lion.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said 
the  gross  sum  for  England  would  be 
£5,800,000,  and  that  he  considered  Ire- 
land to  be  entitled  to  1-1 1th  of  the 
amount  that  England  was  entitled  to, 
from  a  taxable  point  of  view,  so  that  the 
amount  given  to  Ireland  would  be  con- 
siderably over  £500,000.  As  to  what 
the  proportion  should  be  between  Ire- 
land and  the  United  Kingdom,  he 
(Colonel  Nolan)  did  not  agree  with  the 
right  lion.  Gentleman.  The  proportion 
between  the  two  could  only  be  settled  by 
one  of  two  sets  of  statistics — one  he  him- 
self had  moved  for  at  a  time  when  there 
was  no  political  question  before  the 
House,  and  which  was  granted  by  the 
Treasury.  That  Eeturn  showed  that 
Ireland  paid  l-9th  or  1-lOth  of  the 
whole  taxation  of  the  United  Kingdom, 
leaving  out — exactly  as  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  left  out  to-night 
—  the  Post  Otfice  receipts  from  the  or- 
dinary taxation.  Since  that  time  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tho  Member  for 
East  Wolverhampton  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  had  brought  a  re- edited  edition 
of  tho  statistics;  but  that  edition  was 
brought  out  at  a  peculiar  time — namely, 
at  a  time  when  political  questions  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland  were  to  the 
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fore  and  Party  feeling  ran  high,  and 
though  they  cut  out  down  the  proportion 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  he  did  not  think 
it  was  as  likely  to  be  correct  aa  the  state- 
ment given  by  the  Treasury  on  his 
(Colonel  Nolan's)  Motion  on  the  first 
occasion,  when  there  was  no  political 
question  touched  by  the  figures.  He 
thought  that,  under  the  ciroumstances,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  ought  to  prove  to  the 
House  on  what  he  grounded  his  asser- 
tion that  Ireland  was  only  1-1 1th  part 
of  the  United  Kingdom  for  taxable  pur- 
poses. He  must  have  been  guided  either 
by  independent  Ketums  of  his  own,  or  by 
the  Beturns  obtained  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  East  Wolver- 
hampton, or  the  Beturns  granted  upon 
his  (Colonel  Nolan's)  Motion,  which  he 
thought  were  the  truest  of  the  three. 
Putting  that  point  aside  for  the  present, 
he  should  like  to  know  from  the  tight 
hon.  Gentleman  exactly  what  he  in- 
tended to  adopt  as  the  share  of  Ireland 
in  this  Local  Government  arrangement? 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
£127,000. 

Me.  GOSCHEN  :  This  coming  year. 

Colonel  NOLAlN  said,  he  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  foUow  up 
the  opinion  he  had  expressed  with  re- 
gard to  the  application  of  this  snoi 
better  than  he  had  done  last  year.  Last 
year  he  had  expressed  very  much  the 
same  opinion  as  that  they  had  heard  from 
him  to-night ;  but  he  had  not  followed 
it  out.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said  he  hoped  the  money  would  go  to  the 
county  cess.  He  (Colonel  Nolan)  tmsted 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  now  put 
his  foot  down,  and  say  that  the  money 
must  go  to  the  county  cess.  He  would 
much  sooner  trust  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man than  he  would  the  great  majority 
of  the  Gentlemen  on  the  Treasury  Benci 
on  this  question,  and  he  would  urge  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  see  that 
the  money  was  spent  in  Ireland  as  it 
was  in  England.  There  would  not  be 
the  slightest  chance  of  getting  jnstioe  if 
the  Treasury  Bench  listened  to  eveiy- 
body  in  Dublin  who  mado  representa- 
tions to  them,  men  who  wanted  new 
salaries,  and  things  of  that  kind,  and 
who  got  round  the  Chief  Secretaiji 
getting  him  to  adopt  fancy  schemes.  If 
tho  money  were  given  in  Ireland  as  it 
was  in  England,  me  Irish  people  wooU 
throw  in  their   lot  with  the  Bn^Ui 


333 


Jt^aps  and  Meam--  {March  26,  1888)        Financial  Statement.       334 


people,  and  would  take  the  same  chance 
that  the  English  ratepayers  took.  Was 
he  to  understand  that  4(/.  per  head  for 
the  indoor  paupers  was  to  be  given 
besides  the  £127,000? 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  said,  that  the  contri- 
bution  from  the  Probate  Duty  paid  that 
Ad.  per  head,  and  that  that  contribution 
amounted  in  the  case  of  Ireland  to 
£127,000. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  own  that,  though  he 
had  spent  over  three  hours  in  explaining 
the  matter,  and  although,  no  doubt,  he 
had  done  it  far  better  than  anyone  else 
would  have  been  able  to  do  it,  he  had  not 
been  able  to  devote  more  than  eight  or  1 0 
minutes  to  this  part  of  the  subject,  and 
therefore  it  was  not  to  be  wondered  at 
that  the  Irish  Members  had  not  grasped 
the  whole  meaning  of  the  arrangement, 
so  far  as  Ireland  was  concerned.  The 
£127,000,  it  seemed,  was  to  be  the  gross 
amount  given  to  Ireland,  and  that  would 
be  increased  at  the  end  of  next  year  by 
one- third. 

Me.  GOSOHEN :  By  one-half. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  maintained 
that  Ireland  ought  to  get  about 
£500,000,  seeing  that  the  United  King- 
dom was  to  receive  £5,800,000.  The 
only  way  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer could  get  out  of  that  was  by  a 
special  system  of  allotting  all  those 
taxes  which  were  paid  in  England,  and 
which  were  not  paid  in  Ireland,  to  local 
rates.  That  was  a  clever  plan,  no  doubt, 
but  they  must  remember  that  for  the 
past  10  or  20  years  Ireland  had  been 
very  badly  treated  in  this  House.  The 
Ooyemment  had  said — **  There  are  cer- 
tain taxes  which  are  paid  in  England, 
but  which  you  do  not  pay  in  Ireland ; '' 
but  all  that  sort  of  thing,  it  must  be 
remembered,  now  came  to  an  end  under 
thii  Budget,  and  Ireland,  instead  of 
being  treated  better,  was  treated  worse 
than  ever.  He  (Oolonel  Nolan)  recog- 
nized the  justice  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer — the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  claim  generosity — in  not  con- 
sidering the  difference  between  the  yield 
of  Probate  Duty  in  England  and  Ire- 
land. But  why  should  the  right  hon. 
Qentleman  take  the  Probate  Duty  ?  It 
was  a  matter  of  selection — he  must 
either  take  that  duty  or  some  other  duty 
to  assist  the  paupers.  No  doubt,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  acted  very 
wisely ;  and  he  had  seen,  very  properly, 


that  he  could   not  affect  the  relations 
between    England    and    Ireland.      He 
(Colonel  Nolan)  had  argued  this  ques- 
tion with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E, 
Gladstone)  in  this  House ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  might  claim  that  he  argued  it 
altogether  apart  from  political  feeling. 
The  yield  of  the  Probate  Duty  in  Ire- 
Ireland  was  very  small  compared  with 
its  yield  in  this  country ;  but,  relatively 
speaking,  the  poorer  classes  in  Ireland 
were  much  more  heavily  taxed   than 
they    were    in    England.       He    quite 
acknowledged  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had   behaved  fairly  in  not 
applying    the    Probate    Duty   equally, 
which  would  have  been  the  most  unfair 
and    fallacious  test  between    the  two 
countries  which  could  be  devised.     On 
the  whole,  he  recognized  the  fairness  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  proposals  in 
regard  to  the  Probate  Duty ;  but  other- 
wise he  was  of  opinion  that  the  Budget, 
in  connection  with  the  Local  Government 
Bill,  would  bear  with  extreme  hardship 
on  Ireland,  unless  it  were  reconsidered. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  might  say — 
**  I  have  left  no  inequality  of  taxation 
between   the  two  countries — all  those 
taxes  which  were  unequal  I  have  swept 
away,  and  I  have  put  them  on  the  local 
rates  in  England.'*    That  was  the  utmost 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  say  for 
his  Budget.      He  (Colonel  Nolan)  did 
not  think  there  was  a  tax  left  in  Eng- 
land which   was   not  paid   in  Ireland, 
except,  perhaps,  that  for  armorial  bear- 
ings, which  the  people  of  Ireland  were 
perfectly  ready  to  pay.     As  to  the  Cart 
Tax,  he  was  ready  to  assent  to  it,  so  far 
as  Ireland  was  concerned,  if  agricultural 
carts  were  omitted — not  only  the  carts 
used  in  farm  work,  but  those  light  carts 
in  which  the  farmer  and  his  family  went 
to  market  once  a-week.     If  such  carts 
as  those  were  to  be  included,  the  tax 
would  be  a  most  iniquitous  one,  and 
would  bring  about   a  littlo  revolution 
in  Ireland.     Most  families  in  the  country 
districts  had  small  carts,  which  were  used 
for  this  purpose;  and,  whether  or  not 
the  imposition  was  right  and  just,  it 
would  prove  the  most  unpopular  tax  the 
Government  could  invent.    And  the  same 
in  regard  to  horses.     If  it  were  merely 
to  be  on  pleasure  horses,  or  on  horses 
used  for  professional  purposes — driving 
the  solicitor  about,  and  so  on — he  should 
not  object.     As  to  the  additional  tax  it 
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was  proposed  to  put  on  champagne  and 
foreign  securities,  the  people  of  Ireland 
would  not  care  much  about  that,  as 
they  had  very  little  to  do  with  such 
things. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  I  desire  to  answer 
several  questions  which  have  been  put 
to  me;  and,  in  the  first  place,  I  will 
refer  to  what  has  fallen  from  tlie  hon. 
and  gallant  Jklembcr  for  North  Galway 
(Colonel  Nolan).  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  seems  to  think  I  have  fallen 
short  of  the  ideal  standard  he  would  wish 
to  see  applied  to  the  two  countries ;  but 
when  he  complains  that  there  is  only 
£127,000  applied  to  Ireland,  and  that 
next  year  it  would  be  only  £190,000,  I 
would  remind  him  that  I  used  a  phrase 
which  I  very  carefully  selected — namely, 
that  if  any  further  adjustment  were 
necessary  between  the  two  countries  in 
consequence  of  the  transfer  of  licences 
in  England  to  the  Local  Authorities,  as 
against  the  withdrawal  of  the  grants, 
and  if  that  proceeding  left  a  hole  in  the 
EovL'Uue,  which  would  be  to  the  disiid van- 
tage of 'jther  portions  of  the  Unitod  King- 
dom, that  would  be  made  a  matter  for  ad- 
justment between  the  two  countries.  If 
the  effect  of  the  transfer  should  be  to 
leave  Ireland  at  a  disadvantage  as  com- 
pared with  England,  I  should  consider  it 
my  duty,  in  the  case  of  Ireland  as  in  tho 
case  of  Scotland,  to  make  a  correspond- 
ing adjustment.  Tho  hon.  and  gallant 
lilomber  speaks  of  the  total  sum  which 
is  to  be  given  to  England  as  £5,500,000. 
He  must  deduct  from  that  the  grants  she 
now  gets,  but  will  hereafter  lose,  and 
only  treat  tho  aggregate  relief,  which  is 
£3,000,000,  and  not  £5,500,000. 

Colonel  NOLAN  said,  he  had  been 
treating  of  the  subventions  which  Ire- 
land did  not  get. 

Mu.  GOSCHEN :  Ireland  gets  other 
subventions  which  England  does  not 
got.  At  any  rate,  I  would  invite  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  discuss 
with  me  tho  question  of  the  sum  paid 
by  England  and  Ireland.  Although,  in 
the  case  of  some  spocial  grants,  Ireland 
may  not  have  tho  same  proportion  that 
England  and  Scotland  enjoy,  in  other 
directions  Ireland  is  enjoying  much 
larger  grants.  I  think  tho  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  has  done  mo  justice  in 
this  mattor  as  regards  my  intentions  ; 
and  1  will  only  say  that  I  am  anxious 
to  bring  about  an  equitable  adjustment 
between  the  two  countries.  When  a  i)ro- 
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per  time  comes,  I  shall  be  perfectly  pre- 
pared to  confer  with  my  hon.  and  gfallant 
Friend  on  the  subject,  because,  as  I 
have  repeatedly  asserted,  that  I  look 
upon  it  as  extremely  important  that  Ire- 
land should  feel  that,  whatever  differ- 
ences of  political  opinion  may  exist,  she  is 
treated  by  this  country — her  richer  sister, 
with  whom  I  hope  she  will  always  re- 
main indissolubly  united — with  all  the 
consideration  which  her  poorer  circum- 
stances deserve.  The  proportion  I 
have  estimated  as  due  to  Ireland  I  have 
arrived  at  after  careful  consideration. 

Colonel  NOLAN  :  On  what  statistics 
are  the  proportions  made  out  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  From  a  Return 
presented  to  the  House  not  along  ago. 
I  have  consulted  all  the  Returns  pre- 
pared by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Gladstone),  when  he  wished  to  adjust  the 
taxation  between  the  countries  in  con- 
nection with  his  Home  Rule  scheme,  and 
I  have  arrived  at  the  best  results  it  was 
in  my  power  to  arrive  at.  As  I  say,  it  is 
my  earnest  desire  to  satisfy  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  and  their  constituents  that 
they  are  fairly  treated  in  this  matter.  I 
will  give  them  every  opportunity  of  ex- 
amining and  criticizing  our  calculations, 
and,  if  necessary,  I  should  be  perfectly 
ready  to  reconsider  them  if  they  wish 
me  to  do  so.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  made  some  reference  to  the 
£50,000  which  in  my  proposal  in  the 
Budget  of  last  year  was  handed  over  to 
Ireland.  He  complained  that  the  money 
has  not  been  spent  in  a  manner  which  re- 
commended itself  to  the  Representatiyes 
of  Ireland.  A  considerable  amount  of 
that  was  given  for  arterial  drainage,  and 
the  pressure  put  upon  the  Government  for 
tho  expenditure  from  tho  districts  where 
tho  money  has  been  spent  was  both  very 
considerable  and  very  persistent.  I  do 
not  know  whether  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  remembers  that  in  making  my 
first  statement  I  distinctly  intimated  that 
tho  Government  would  be  prepared  to 
listen  to  any  representations  that  might 
come  from  Ireland  on  the  subject ;  but 
tho  offer  was  treated  with  some  disdain, 
and  we  received  no  assistance  whateTer 
from  Ireland  as  to  tho  expenditure  of 
this  monoy.  I  trust  that  in  tho  expen- 
diture of  the  sum  of  money  which  will 
now  be  placed  at  the  disposal  of  Ireland 
we  shall  receive  such  assistance  as  may 
enable  us  to  apply  these  grants,  n^hioh 
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they  had  listened  io-night  with  the 
Budgets  which  were  produced  in  1853, 
1860,  1861,  up  to  at  any  rate  1865. 
Those  Budgets  aimed  at  freeing  industry 
and  labour  from  their  burdens,  at  redu- 
cing a  number  of  lit  tie  irritating  imposts 
on  various  forms  of  enterprize,  and  at 
throwing  the  burden  of  taxation  as  far 
as  was  possible  and  just  upon  the 
accumulated  wealth  of  the  country. 
They  did  their  best  to  reach  that  goal, 
and  probably  it  would  have  been 
reached  by  this  time  had  not  the  progress 
of  the  country  been  interrupted  by  dis- 
astrous wars,  and  by  various  changes 
owing  to  Government  by  Party.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  much  mis- 
taken if  he  supposed  that  those  Budgets 
were  forgotten,  or  that  there  were  not 
millions  of  people  in  this  country  who 
looked  forward  to  the  resumption  of  that 
line  of  fiscal  policy  which  was  marked 
out  by  the  financial  statements  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian.  Amongst  other  things, 
he  could  not  but  regret  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  found  no  oppor- 
tunity of  reducing  or  abolishing  taxation 
on  what  he  (Mr.  Picton)  must  insist  had 
now  become  the  necessaries  of  life — that 
was  to  say,  such  drinks  as  tea  and  coffee 
and  cocoa.  Hon.  Gentlemen  belonging 
to  the  Party  opposite  years  ago  had 
maintained  that  these  things  had  become 
necessaries  of  life.  He  (Mr.  Picton) 
certainly  thought  that  taxation  on  the 
necessaries  of  life  was  in  the  highest 
degree  injudicious.  However,  he  was 
aware  that  it  was  scarcely  right  to  en- 
deavour to  discuss  at  any  length  the 
principles  involved  in  the  Budget  which 
had  been  just  proposed.  He  had  merely 
wished  to  say  in  a  very  few  words  that 
he  most  emphatically  dissented  from  the 
general  tendency  of  the  proposals  which 
had  been  made,  and  that  he  hoped  to 
have  another  opportunity  of  raising 
the  principles  to  which  he  referred, 
when  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  allow  them  to  be  discussed. 

Mr.  C.  W.  gray  (Essex,  Maiden) 
said,  he  was  glad  to  have  heard  the 
speech  to  which  they  had  just  listened. 
The  hon.  Member  seemed  to  be  jealous 
of  any  taxation  which  did  not  press  as 
much  as  possible  on  the  rich,  and  which 
did  not  keep  as  far  as  possible  from 
trade  and  the  working  classes.  To  his 
(Mr.  C.   W.  Gray's)  mind  the  Budget 


which  had  been  produced  this  afternoon 
was  certainly  a  more  favourable  Budget 
to  that  great  branch  of  trade,  agricul- 
ture, than  any  Budget  which  had  been 
heard  of  in  this  House  for  many  years 
past.  He  was  sure  that  many  an  agricul- 
tural labourer  and  many  a  little  village 
tradesman  and  shopkeeper  when  he 
heard  of  this  Budget  would  say — 
**  Well,  though  we  will  not  admit  that 
this  is  a  remedy  for  agricultural  depres- 
sion, we  do  give  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
credit  for  having  done  what  he  could 
under  the  circumstances."  Not  very 
long  ago  he  (Mr.  C.  W.  Gray)  had 
had  the  pleasure  of  being  at  a  public 
meeting  in  the  town  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  the  honour  of  representing 
with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
SheflSeld  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent),  who 
held  out  to  the  people  of  Leicester 
that  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to  reduce 
the  tax  upon  tea  ;  but  at  the  same  time 
it  was  pointed  out  that  taxes  must  come 
from  somewhere  or  other,  and  that  when 
the  tax  on  tea  was  reduced,  it 
would  be  well  to  make  up  the  loss  to 
the  revenue  by  taxing  certain  foreign 
articles  of  luxury.  They  heard  to-night 
that  champagne  was  to  be  taxed.  Not 
only  champagne,  but  silks,  satins  and 
laces,  which  were  articles  of  luxury  used 
by  the  rich,  would  bear  taxation,  and 
he  hoped  in  time  would  become  a 
source  of  revenue,  whilst  tea  and  such 
necessaries  would  be  taxed  less  and  less. 
To  leave  these  parts  of  the  subject,  bo- 
fore  he  sat  down  he  begged  to  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  having  done  what 
he  could  under  the  circumstances.  He 
hoped  that  some  day  a  great  deal 
more  would  be  effected,  but  he  was 
sure  that  the  agriculturists  would  bo 
glad  to  hear  that  brewers'  drays, 
millers'  waggons,  and  such  like  heavy 
vehicles,  which  cut  up  the  roads  and 
added  so  much  to  the  cost  of  keeping 
them  in  repair,  were  now  going  to 
bear  some  share  of  that  cost.  Those  of 
them  who  were  yeomen  farmers  would 
be  glad  to  know  that  they  were  in  future 
to  be  treated  under  Schedule  A  of  the 
Income  Tax  in  a  straightforward  way, 
and  that  if  they  were  farming,  and  the 
farms  they  were  farming  did  not  pa}', 
they  would  not  be  called  upon  to  pay 
Income  Tax  upon  that  part  of  their 
business. 
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the  opposition  which  was  ofifered  to  it ; 
but  I  hope  to  bo  able  to  introduce  it 
again,  and  to  be  able  to  gain  the  general 
assent  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  my 
proposal,   and  against    the    opposition 
which  will  certainly  be  raised  on  behalf  of 
the  vested  interests  of  a  great  many 
people.      This  is  a  kind  of  proposed 
which  brings  a  great  number  of  Town 
Clerks  up  to  the  Metropolis,  who  bring 
influence  to  bear  upon  their  Members, 
and  sometimes,  what  I  think,  a  fictitious 
opposition   is,    in   this   way,    raised  to 
legitimate  proposals  which  really  com- 
mend themselves  to  the  general  sense 
of  the  House.     It  will  be  a  considerable 
reform  to  place  the  collection  of   the 
Income  Tax   in   the  hands  of  officers 
of   the  Inland  Eevenue;   but,    as   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
East  Wolverhampton  knows,  the  pro- 
position is  one  which  will  evoke  a  great 
deal  of  opposition.     I  am  reminded  by 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to   the 
Treasury  that  it  is  now  in  the  power  of 
Local  Authorities  to  adopt  the  system, 
but  it  is  better  that  some  compulsory 
method  should  be   adopted  by  Parlia- 
ment   once    for    all    than    that   Local 
Authorities  should  be  left  to  struggle 
with  it  from  time  to  time.     Then  with 
regard  to  the  imposition  of  an  annual 
tax  upon   foreign    securities,    an    hon. 
Member    asks  me    whether    securities 
which  have  paid  the  duty  of  10«.  will 
be  liable  to  this  tax  ?     No,  Sir  ;  such 
securities  will  not  be  liable.     Once  they 
have  paid  the  lOs.  tax,  they  are  supposed 
to  have  compounded  for  the  transfer 
duty  for  ever.     I  think  that  is  a  very 
cheap   composition.     The  issue   tax   is 
25.  6^.,  and  for  the  additional  7«.  6d,  it 
has  been   considered    that    the    bonds 
of    any   Corporation    or   State    should 
bo  free  from  the  toll  on  passing  from 
hand  to  hand,  and  we  will  not  disturb 
that  arrangement.     There  is  only  one 
other  question  I  have  left  unanswered. 
We  are  asked  if  we  will  not   exempt 
from  licence  duty  pedlars  as   well  as 
hawkers  ?   No,  Sir  ;  I  have  not  yet  come 
to  the  conclusion  that  that  tax  should  be 
repealed.     The  case  of  the  hawkers  has 
been  specially  brought  to  my  notice,  and 
it  seems  that,  having  dealt  with  that,  a 
claim  is  set  up  on  behalf  of   another 
class  of  persons  who  consider  themselves 
almost    similarly    situated.      I    cannot 
admit  that  their  claim  can  be  established, 
but  it  will  be  for  the  House  of  Commons 
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to  consider  the  matter  on  a  future  occa- 
sion. I  must  once  more,  in  conclusion, 
apologize  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  for  not  having  dilated  on  certain 
figures ;  but  if  I  had  gone  more  fully 
into  detail  on  some  points  I  should 
have  been  obliged  to  ht>uble  the  Com- 
mittee at  a  length  which,  notwithstand- 
iug  their  extremely  kind  indulgenoe, 
would  have  been  trespassing  too  much 
on  their  patience. 

Mb.    PICTON   (Leicester)    said,   he 
could  quite  sympathize  with  the  natural 
desire  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  after  his 
wonderful    exertion    this    evening,    to 
bring  this  informal  discussion  to  a  con- 
clusion ;    but  he  (Mr.  Picton)  might  be 
pardoned  if  he  could  not  allow  the  dis- 
cussion to  end  without  uttering  a  word 
of  dissent.     He  could  join   with  hon. 
Members  who  preceded  him  in  admira- 
tion of  the  lucidity  with  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer   had   put   before  them  the 
most  complicated  proposals — a  lucidity 
which,    to    his    mind,    was     perfectly 
wonderful,  because  it  enabled  even  him, 
who  was  puzzled  by  such  things  gener- 
ally,   to   follow  the   statement    almost 
throughout  with  the  greatest  ease.     But 
however  he  might  admire  the  faculties 
which  enabled  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  sot  such  a  statement  before  the  House, 
he  could  not  but  regret  their  use  for  such 
a  purpose.     He  thought  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  proposals  looked  like 
a  retrograde    movement.     He  set  in- 
terest against  interest,  instead  of  taking 
a  broad  view  of  the  welfare  of  the  whole 
Commonwealth.     They  had  to  consider 
the  case  of  pedlars  as  against  hawkers, 
of  two-wheeled  vehicles  against  four- 
wheeled  vehicles,  and  the  case  of  various 
little  licences  one  against  the  other.     He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  all  these 
little  irritating  taxes  must  neoessarily  be 
annoying  to  the  community.    They  re- 
quire  expenditure  on  their  coUeotion, 
and  they  interposed  many  hind  ranees  in 
the    way    of   trade.     The    right    hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  only  a  short  time  ago  re- 
garded as  a  rising  prophet  of  the  great 
school  of  financiers,  of  which  the  chief 
luminary  for  generations  past  had  been 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone). 
Now,  they  could  not  help  contrasting 
the  Budget—able  as  it  was^to 
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they  had  listened  to-night  with  the 
Budgets  which  were  produced  in  1853, 
1860,  1861,  up  to  at  any  rate  1865. 
Those  Budgets  aimed  at  freeing  industry 
and  labour  from  their  burdens,  at  redu- 
cing a  number  of  little  irritating  imposts 
on  various  forms  of  enterprize,  and  at 
throwing  the  burden  of  taxation  as  far 
as  was  possible  and  just  upon  the 
accumulated  wealth  of  the  country. 
They  did  their  best  to  reach  that  goal, 
and  probably  it  would  have  been 
reached  by  this  time  had  not  the  progress 
of  the  country  been  interrupted  by  dis- 
astrous wars,  and  by  various  changes 
owing  to  Government  by  Party.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  much  mis- 
taken if  he  supposed  that  those  Budgets 
were  forgotten,  or  that  there  were  not 
millions  of  people  in  this  country  who 
looked  forward  to  the  resumption  of  that 
line  of  fiscal  policy  which  was  marked 
out  by  the  financial  statements  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian.  Amongst  other  things, 
he  could  not  but  regret  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  present  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  had  found  no  oppor- 
tunity of  reducing  or  abolishing  taxation 
on  what  he  (Mr.  Picton)  must  insist  had 
now  become  the  necessaries  of  life — that 
was  to  say,  such  drinks  as  tea  and  coffee 
and  cocoa.  Hon.  Gentlemen  belonging 
to  the  Party  opposite  years  ago  had 
maintained  that  these  things  had  become 
necessaries  of  life.  He  (Mr.  Picton) 
certainly  thought  that  taxation  on  the 
necessaries  of  life  was  in  the  highest 
degree  injudicious.  However,  he  was 
aware  that  it  was  scarcely  right  to  en- 
deavour to  discuss  at  any  length  the 
principles  involved  in  the  Budget  which 
had  been  j  ust  proposed.  He  had  merely 
wished  to  say  in  a  very  few  words  that 
he  most  emphatically  dissented  from  the 
general  tendency  of  the  proposals  which 
had  been  made,  and  that  he  hoped  to 
have  another  opportunity  of  raising 
the  principles  to  which  he  referred, 
when  he  trusted  that  the  House 
would  allow  them  to  be  discussed. 

Mr.  C.  W.  gray  (Essex,  Maldon) 
said,  he  was  glad  to  have  heard  the 
speech  to  which  they  had  just  listened. 
The  hon.  Member  seemed  to  be  jealous 
of  any  taxation  which  did  not  press  as 
much  as  possible  on  the  rich,  and  which 
did  not  keep  as  far  as  possible  from 
trade  and  the  working  classes.  To  his 
(Mr.  C.   W.  Gray's)  mind  the  Budget 


which  had  been  produced  this  afternoon 
was  certainly  a  more  favourable  Budget 
to  that  great  branch  of  trade,  agricul- 
ture, than  any  Budget  which  had  been 
heard  of  in  this  House  for  many  years 
past.  He  was  sure  that  many  an  agricul- 
tural labourer  and  many  a  little  village 
tradesman  and  shopkeeper  when  he 
heard  of  this  Budget  would  say — 
**  Well,  though  we  will  not  admit  that 
this  is  a  remedy  for  agricultural  depres- 
sion, we  do  give  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
credit  for  having  done  what  he  could 
under  the  circumstances."  Not  very 
long  ago  he  (Mr.  C.  W.  Gray)  had 
had  the  pleasure  of  being  at  a  public 
meeting  in  the  town  which  the  hon. 
Member  had  the  honour  of  representing 
with  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
SheflSeld  (Mr.  Howard  Vincent),  who 
held  out  to  the  people  of  Leicester 
that  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to  reduce 
the  tax  upon  tea  ;  but  at  the  same  time 
it  was  pointed  out  that  taxes  must  come 
from  somewhere  or  other,  and  that  when 
the  tax  on  tea  was  reduced,  it 
would  be  well  to  make  up  the  loss  to 
the  revenue  by  taxing  certain  foreign 
articles  of  luxury.  They  heard  to-night 
that  champagne  was  to  be  taxed.  Not 
only  champagne,  but  silks,  satins  and 
laces,  which  were  articles  of  luxury  used 
by  the  rich,  would  bear  taxation,  and 
he  hoped  in  time  would  become  a 
source  of  revenue,  whilst  tea  and  such 
necessaries  would  be  taxed  less  and  less. 
To  leave  these  parts  of  the  subject,  be- 
fore he  sat  down  he  bogged  to  thank  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  for  having  done  what 
he  could  under  the  circumstances.  He 
hoped  that  some  day  a  great  deal 
more  would  be  effected,  but  he  was 
sure  that  the  agriculturists  would  bo 
glad  to  hear  that  brewers'  drays, 
millers'  waggons,  and  such  like  heavy 
vehicles,  which  cut  up  the  roads  and 
added  so  much  to  the  cost  of  keeping 
them  in  repair,  were  now  going  to 
bear  some  share  of  that  cost.  Those  of 
them  who  were  yeomen  farmers  would 
be  glad  to  know  that  they  were  in  future 
to  be  treated  under  Schedule  A  of  the 
Income  Tax  in  a  straightforward  way, 
and  that  if  they  were  farming,  and  the 
farms  they  were  farming  did  not  pa}', 
they  would  not  be  called  upon  to  pay 
Income  Tax  upon  that  part  of  their 
business. 
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Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  You  are  not  a  tenant  farmer. 

Mr.  C.  W.  gray  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Donegal,  who  was, 
no  doubt,  renowned  for  his  knowledge 
of  nearly  every  subject  touched  on  in 
this  House — though  in  this  case  the 
exception  proved  the  rule — had  told  him 
(Mr.  C.  W.  Gray)  that  he  was  not  a 
tenant  farmer.  That  was  not  the  fact. 
He  was  a  tenant  farmer,  and  he  rented 
just  about  as  many  acres  as  those  which 
he  owned. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
point  of  his  remark  was  that,  if  the  hon. 
Member  came  under  Schedule  A  as  an 
owner,  he  would  bo  exonerated,  but  not 
as  a  tenant  farmer. 

Mr.  C.  W.  gray  said,  lie  must 
explain  that  hitherto  when  these  per- 
sons who  were  farming  their  own  land 
— persons  who  were  known  in  England 
as  yeomen  farmers — under  the  disas- 
trous circumstances  which  to-day  sur- 
rounded agriculture,  were  not  able  to 
make  any  profit  from  the  land,  they 
had  not  received  any  relief  under  Sche- 
dule A,  but  now  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  said  to  them — "Provided 
yours  is  a  bond  fide  business,  and  that 
you  cultivate  not  merely  a  model  farm 
or  a  pleasure  farm,  you  should  have 
relief."  He  thanked  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman very  much  for  what  he  proposed 
to  do. 

Mr.  MORE  (Shropshire,  Ludlow) 
congratulated  the  Government  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  upon  the  great  satisfac- 
tion which  he  believed  would  bo  given 
to  the  agricultural  classes,  and  to  the 
farmers  especially,  who  were  the  most 
suffering  class  in  the  country.  He  be- 
lieved it  would  give  them  satisfaction 
to  see  heavy  vans  taxed,  and  it  would 
also  give  them  especial  satisfaction  to 
see  a  tax  put  upon  champagne,  which 
was  a  beverage  which  in  their  bad 
times  they  had  themselves  little  chance 
of  indulging  in.  He  wished,  however, 
to  call  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  atten- 
tion to  one  omission  in  his  speech. 
Many  farmers  had  been  looking  for- 
ward with  groat  interest  to  some  further 
statement  from  Government  with  regard 
to  the  promised  subsidy  to  agricultural 
and  dairy  schools.  Many  farmers  were 
looking  forward  to  the  establishment  of 
those  schools,  but  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  said  nothing  about  them. 


He  (Mr.  More)  wished  to  m^i  some 
assurance  from  the  Government  that 
they  were  still  regarding  this  question 
with  the  interest  with  which  the  farmers 
looked  upon  it.  He  should  like  to  know 
whether  the  fact  that  the  subject  had  not 
been  mentioned  was  due  to  the  fact  that 
the  Government  thought  it  could  be 
more  fittingly  dealt  with  on  some  future 
occasion.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  had  promised  them  the  other 
night  an  instalment  of  £5,000  for  the 
purpose  of  agricultural  dairy  schools. 
The  opinion  of  the  agricultural  classes  was 
that  that  amount  would  not  go  very 
far.  The  proposal  as  to  this  grant  bad 
been  attacked  by  some  writers  in  the 
public  Press,  because  it  was  thought 
that  the  establishment  of  large  Go- 
vernment schools  would  interfere  with 
the  undertakings  of  some  professors  who 
had  established  private  schools,  but  the 
object  those  who  advocated  the  p^rant 
had  in  view  was  to  cheapen  the  educa- 
tion for  our  small  farmers'  sons,  and 
not  to  affect  the  colleges  at  all.  He 
(Mr.  More)  had  no  wish  to  trespass  on 
the  time  of  the  House,  and  he  only 
asked  for  an  assurance  from  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  that  this  matter  was  one  to  which 
they  intended  to  devote  some  attention. 
Mr.  JEFFREYS  (Hants,  Basing- 
stoke)  said,  ho  wished  to  make  aa 
appeal  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  on  behalf 
of  those  people  living  in  the  country 
who  kept  horses.  He  agreed  that 
people  in  towns  who  kept  horses  and 
carriages  kept  them  for  the  purpose  of 
luxury,  and  no  doubt  they  ought  to  be 
taxed ;  but  agriculturists  were  obliged 
to  keep  horses,  it  was  a  necessary  for 
them.  He  understood  that  agricultural 
horses  were  to  be  exempted  from  the 
tax,  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  remember  that  the  farmer  was 
obliged  to  keep  other  horses — for  in- 
stance, the  nag  which  took  him  to  mar- 
ket, and  on  which  he  rode  about  the 
farm.  He  should  like  to  know  whether 
such  horses  as  those  were  to  be  exemp- 
ted from  the  tax,  for  even  if  the  tax 
wore  only  £1  1*.  it  would  bo  an  amount 
which  it  would  be  very  hard  for  a 
struggling  agriculturist  to  pay  in  these 
days.  The  farmer  was  the  very  man 
who  paid  tho  rates  in  the  country — who 
was  already  overcharged — for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  roads,  and  he  was  the 
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Tery  man  who  ought  to  be  exempted 
from  the  horse  tax.  An  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  had  referred  to  the  taxing 
of  tenants  under  Schedule  A,  and  he 
(Mr.  Jeffrey s)  thought  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  quite  understand  that 
Schedule  A  was  the  landlord's  tax  and 
Schedule  B  the  tenant's  tax.  Men 
who  farmed  their  own  land,  as  he  (Mr. 
Jeffreys)  and  as  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  the  Maldon  Division  of 
Essex  (Mr.  0.  W.  Gray)  did,  had  to 
pay  two  taxes.  They  first  of  all  had  to 
pay  the  landlord's  tax  under  Schedule 
A,  and  then  they  had  to  pay  the  ten- 
ant's tax  under  Schedule  B.  That  had 
been  found  a  groat  hardship,  and  it 
was  only  right  that  ifc  should  be  cut 
off.  A  man  had  often  been  obliged  to 
pay  upon  a  supposed  income,  when  in 
these  times  he  may  not  have  earned 
anything.  He  thanked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer for  the  relief  he  had  given  to 
the  agriculturists,  and  trusted  he  would 
extend  this  relief  by  exempting  all 
bond  fide  agriculturists  from  the  pay- 
ment of  this  horse  tax. 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLEE  (Wol- 
yerhampton,  E.)  said,  he  heartily  joined 
in  the  feeling  which  had  been  expressed 
in  all  parts  of  the  House  of  admira- 
tion of  the  lucid  manner  in  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  made  his  statement 
this  evening.  He  did  not  propose  for  a 
moment  to  criticize  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  statement,  which  required 
very  careful  consideration ;  but  there 
were  two  points  on  which  he  wished  for 
Eome  further  information.  In  the 
earlier  part  of  his  speech  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  alluded  to  the  groat  increase 
which  had  taken  place  in  local  taxa- 
tion during  the  last  10  years,  and  he 
justified  on  that  ground  the  very  great 
change  which  ho  proposed  to  make  in 
taxation.  No  doubt  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  well  aware  that  the 
increase  had  not  occurred  altogether  in 
purely  rural  districts,  and  he  (Mr. 
Henry  H.  Fowler)  was  afraid  in  saying 
thia  Uiat  his  remarks  would  not  per- 
haps altogether  meet  with  the  approba- 
tion of  hon.  Members  opposite.  A  great 
deal  of  the  increase  had  arisen  in  the 
Metropolis  and  the  urban  districts.  In 
the  Beport  signed  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  the  President  of  the  Local 
GoTemmant  Board  (Mr.  Bitchie)  it  was* 


set  forth  that  67  per  cent  of  the  increase 
had  occurred  in  the  Metropolis,  while 
69  per  cent  had  occurred  in  urban 
districts,  and  only  12  per  cent  in  the 
rural  districts.  He  did  not  raise  any 
question  as  to  whether  or  not  this  in- 
crease of  12  per  cent  in  the  rural  dis- 
tricts was  not  an  important  increase,  but 
he  wanted  to  know  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer whether  the  Metropolis  and 
urban  districts  whoso  taxation  had  been 
so  enormously  increased  were  to  get 
their  full  and  fair  share  of  the  proposed 
relief.  The  other  point  he  wished  to 
call  attention  to  was  with  reference  to 
the  adjustment  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  proposed  to  make  be- 
tween the  two  great  classes  of  property 
in  bearing  the  burden  of  Imperial  taxa- 
tion— real  and  personal  property.  If  he 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
aright,  he  said  that  the  time  had 
arrived  when  the  two  questions  ought 
to  be  dealt  with  together.  The 
owners  of  real  property  were  not 
confined  to  the  squirearchy — there 
were  the  owners  of  houses  in  boroughs 
to  be  considered.  There  was  house 
property  in  towns,  and  the  burden  upon 
owners  of  real  property  so  situated  was 
quite  as  great  as  in  the  rural  districts. 
He  understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  say  that  while  he  was  adjusting  the 
inequalities  on  the  one  side  he  was  ready 
to  adjust  them  on  the  other.  He  did 
not  understand  how  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  proposed  to  deal  with 
Succession  Duty.  If  he  (Mr.  Henry  H. 
Fowler)  was  correct,  personal  property 
paid,  with  one  exception,  two  taxes  upon 
death,  the  Probate  Duty  and  the  Legacy 
Duty.  When  a  property  was  bequeathed 
from  a  father  to  a  child  there  was  no 
Legacy  Duty  payable.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Mid  Lothian 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  when  he  altered 
the  Probate  Duty  from  2^^  to  3  per  cent, 
raised  the  half  per  cent  for  covering  that 
case,  so  that  in  a  case  where  personal 
property  was  bequeathed  to  a  child  it 
paid  one  duty,  the  3  per  cent  duty,  and 
that  was  all.  But  where  the  property 
was  bequeathed  to  a  collateral,  such  as 
a  brother  or  a  sister,  or  other  collateral 
relative,  or  a  stranger,  there  were  two 
duties  to  be  paid,  first  the  Probate  Duty 
and  then  the  Legacy  Duty.  He  remem- 
bered when  the  ease  was  stated  by  the 
ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
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Mid  Lothian  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
gave  them  as  the  Eeport  of  the  Inland 
Eevenue  officials  that  in  7-12th8  of  the 
oases  the  property  descended  from  father 
to  child,  and  in  5-l2ths  to  others — to 
collaterals  or  strangers.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, as  he  (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler) 
understood,  proposed  simply  to  deal  with 
the  Succession  Duty,  which  was  equi- 
valent to  the  Legacy  Duty  and  not  to 
Probate  Duty.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Derby  (Sir  William 
Harcourt)  raised  the  point  and  said  that 
the  whole  question  would  have  to  be 
considered  with  regard  to  the  incidence 
of  these  two  forms  of  taxation,  one  being 
on  the  corpus  and  the  other  on  the  life 
interest.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will, 
therefore,  probably  throw  some  further 
light  on  the  subject. 

Mr.  S.  HOARE  (Norwich) :  I  trust 
it  will  be  in  the  power  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
to  hold  out  some  hope  that  in  the  case 
of  horses  engaged  on  farms  perhaps 
not  entirely  in  agricultural  work,  there 
will  be  no  licence.  But  I  go  fur- 
ther, and  express  the  hope  that  since 
the  Government  have  been  offering 
inducements  for  the  breeding  of  horses, 
that  in  the  case  of  horses  used  for  breed- 
ing throughout  the  country  there  will 
be  some  relief  to  those  engaged  in  breed- 
ing horses,  and  that,  at  any  rate,  duty 
will  not  be  placed  upon  the  horses  until 
they  arrive  at  a  certain  age,  I  think 
this  is  a  tax  which  will  tell  hardly  on 
some  agricultural  districts,  and  I  shall 
be  glad  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer can  consider  the  case.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton)  has 
spoken  of  this  as  a  retrograde  Budget ; 
but  I  should  think  it  is  one  of  the  most 
progressive  Budgets  ever  brought  into 
this  House.  For  the  first  time  it  is 
proposed  that  personal  and  real  property 
shall  be  amalgamated  to  reduce  the 
burden  of  the  country,  and  I  cannot  but 
consider  that  this  is  a  great  stop,  and  one 
which  will  make  a  great  difference  to  the 
poorer  portion  of  the  community.  It 
may  be  that  they  wish  to  see  the 
duty  on  tobacco  reduced,  as  was 
done  last  year,  but  I  cannot  under- 
stand how  the  hon.  Member  can  sup- 
pose that  the  Budget  is  one  which  affects 
poor  people  unfairly.  It  seems  to  me 
that  all  the  various  duties  which  have 
been  increased  will  fall  almost  entirely 
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upon  another  class ;  even  if  we  enter  on 
that  part  of  it  which  is  connected  with 
the  Local  Government  question,  we  shall 
find  that  it  falls  principally  upon  the 
keepers  of  horses  and  the  users  of 
wheels,  and  we  find  that  the  methods  by 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
gets  the  means  of  reducing  the  Income 
Tax  is  distinctly  connected  with  the 
wealthier  classes  of  the  country.  I  am 
very  glad  that  the  duty  on  contract 
notes  is  to  be  6^.  instead  of  1(/.,  and  I 
believe  this  will  also  be  the  feeling  of 
the  London  Stock  Exchange,  because 
there  are  many  people  who  will  he  affected 
that  under  assumed  names  get  people 
to  engage  in  doubtful  operations ;  and  I 
believe  if  the  stamp  were  made  heavier 
the  proposal  would  not  meet  with  muoh 
opposition.  I  am  afraid  that  the 
tax  on  American  Kail  way  Securities 
will  be  found  to  present  some  diffi- 
culties with  regard  to  its  collection, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  think 
it  is  a  fair  and  right  tax ;  at  any  rate 
it  does  not  affect  the  poor  people  of  the 
country,  none  of  whom  probably  hold 
foreign  securities.  I  was  glad  to  hear 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
realized  that  in  many  cases  it  was  found 
that  the  Stamp  Duties  were  evaded,  and 
I  am  certain  there  are  other  cases  than  he 
has  dealt  with  where  the  Government 
ought  to  receive  more  money  than  they 
do  from  stamps.  At  the  same  time  I 
should  be  sorry  that  the  temporary 
transactions  of  men  of  business  should 
be  in  any  way  interfered  with  by  a 
straining  of  the  law.  Then  it  cannot  be 
said  that  the  tax  on  bottled  wines  affects 
the  working  classes,  and  so  far,  there- 
fore, from  this  being  a  retrograde 
Budget  it  is — and  I  believe  the  people 
of  the  country  will  so  consider  it — very 
much  the  contrary.  At  any  rate,  if  they 
are  not  satisfied  with  what  is  in  the 
future,  they  will  be  entirely  satisfied 
with  the  past,  when  they  see  the  grand 
surplus  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  able  to  put  before  the  House. 
I  think  they  will  take  courage  when 
they  see  that  there  are  no  supplemental 
charges  for  the  Army  and  Navy,  and 
have  confidence  in  the  financial  admini- 
stration of  the  country  at  the  present 
time. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  I  think  we  may  fairly  con- 
gratulate Her  Majesty's  Government  on 
the  fact  that  we   have  got  free  from 
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those  little  wars  which  haye  prevented 
our  having  a  surplus  for  many  years 
past;  and  I  also  wish  to  congratulate 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  on  his  looking  to  the 
taxation  of  realized  property  rather  than 
to  the  earnings  of  the  people.  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  I  do  not  wholly  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr. 
Picton)  in  saying  that  theBudget  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  open  to  objec- 
tion from  the  point  of  view  of  the  poorer 
classes  of  the  people.  As  regards  the 
taxation  on  horses  and  carts,  I  am  in- 
clined to  agree  with  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  But  I  rise  principally  to  say 
that  I  looked  with  great  interest  on  the 
long-promised  cessation  of  the  Imperial 
subventions  in  aid  of  local  taxation.  It 
does  not,  however,  seem  to  me  that  there 
is  any  real  cessation  of  subventions  for 
local  purposes ;  the  change  appears  to 
be  only  nominal ;  when  we  are  told  that 
certain  taxes  are  to  be  made  over  to 
the  Local  Authorities,  the  change  seems 
to  be  only  one  of  account,  though  there 
might  be  a  change  in  the  manner  of 
distribution.  Again,  it  seems  to  me 
that  the  old  hereditary  burdens  on  land 
have  been  to  a  great  degree  shuffled 
off  while  new  burdens  have  been  im- 
posed. There  is  one  point  on  which  I 
desire  some  information.  I  understand 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  he 
proposes  to  buy  up  and  put  an  end  to 
the  capital  value  of  the  Suez  Canal 
shares  in  order  that  the  profits  may  be 
unencumbered.  I  do  not  understand 
how  it  is  proposed  to  raise  the  money 
with  which  to  buy  up  these  shares,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will,  perhaps, 
g^ve  the  Committee  some  further  infor- 
mation on  this  point. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford) :  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  said 
that  he  is  prepared  for  a  bombardment 
on  many  subjects  dealt  with  in  his 
speech.  I  shall  address  myself  to  one 
point  alone,  and  can  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  this  is  only  a  pre- 
liminary bombardment.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  proposed  to  reim- 
pose  or  rather  increase  the  duty  formerly 
paid  on  race  horses.  If  my  right  hon. 
Friend  thinks  it  right  or  necessary  to 
reimpose  the  duty  which  the  greatest  of 
Conservative  leaders  repealed  since  I 
have  been  a  Member  of  this  House,  I 
have  nothing;  to  say  further  than  that 


the  tax  of  £5  per  head  will  be  paid 
without  a  murmur.  But  allow  me  to 
say  that  this  tax  will  not  produce  a  very 
large  amount  of  revenue,  because  my 
own  recollections  remind  me  that  in  for- 
mer days  there  were  probably  not  more 
than  1,500  or  2,000  horses  engaged  in 
racing,  and,  therefore,  I  think  the 
revenue  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man expects  to  derive  from  this  source 
must  be  regarded  as  a  doubtful  factor 
in  this  calculation.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  told  us  in  a  marked  man- 
ner that  brood  mares  and  foals 
would  be  exempted  from  this  taxa- 
tion, and  I  wish  to  ask  him  whether 
stallions  are  to  be  included  in  this 
exemption,  because,  if  not,  I  can  con- 
ceive nothing  more  inconsistent  than 
my  right  hon.  Friend's  proposal.  It  is 
only  two  months  ago  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  —  with  a  generosity  and 
liberality  that  I  hardly  anticipated  from 
him — came  forward  with  a  proposal  to 
appoint  a  Eoyal  Commission,  and 
consented  to  the  expenditure  of  £5,000 
a-year  for  the  encouragement  of  horse- 
breeding  in  this  country.  That  Com- 
mission was  appointed,  and  I  have  had 
the  honour  of  being  a  member  of  it ;  we 
have  devoted  some  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject— I  hope  not  altogether  with  bad 
results  —  and  we  have  submitted 
proposals,  some  of  which  have  been 
carried  out.  If  my  right  hon.  Friend 
is  not  going  to  exempt  stallions,  I  ask 
what  is  the  definition  he  is  going  to 
place  on  **  pleasure  horses?  "  Are  they 
riding  and  driving  horses  ?  I  imagine 
that  he  means  that  all  horses  used  for 
the  purpose  of  riding  or  driving  and 
which  are  not  used  in  trade  are  those 
which  he  describes  as  pleasure  horses. 
But  what  does  that  involve  ?  Is  a  horse 
on  which  a  farmer  rides  round  his  farm 
to  be  considered  a  pleasure  horse,  and 
as  such  to  be  liable  to  the  tax  ?  I  would 
point  out  that  the  horse  which  a  farmer 
uses  to  ride  round  his  farm  is  frequently 
a  clever  four  or  five  year  old,  which  he 
either  proposes  to  sell  or  use  for  hunting. 
Is  it  the  horse  he  drives  to  market? 
Because,  if  so,  it  is  often  a  horse  that  he 
proposes  to  sell  at  a  high  price,  for  har- 
ness, especially  if  he  is  bred  in  Norfolk, 
and  got  by  a  Norfolk  trotter.  I  want  to 
put  this  in  all  earnestness  before  my 
right  hon.  Friend.  All  the  pleasure 
horses  in  this  country  are  bred  by  the 
agriculturists    and    farmers    of    Great 
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Britain  and  Ireland — and  of  Ireland, 
perhaps,  more  than  England.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  No.]  Certainly  the  best 
horses  I  ever  rode  came  from  Ireland. 
An  lion.  Member  says  **No,"  but  I  can 
assure  him  that  Ireland  is  celebrated, 
perhaps,  for  its  horses  more  than  any- 
thing else.  If  the  right  hdn.  Gentle- 
man is  going  to  impose  £1  a-head  on 
all  pleasure  horses  in  the  country,  he 
will  be  inflicting  an  injury  on  the  farmers 
and  breeders  of  Groat  Britain  and  Ire- 
land, and  interfering  with  the  breeding 
of  horses  in  the  future,  and  ho  will, 
moreover,  counteract  the  good  effect 
which  we  expect  to  derive  from  his 
liberality  of  two  months  ago.  I  was 
amazed  at  hearing  a  Member  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  making  this  pro- 
posal, and  I  was  surprised  at  what 
seemed  to  mo  to  be  the  lack  of  know- 
ledge on  the  subject.  But,  when  I  looked 
along  the  Treasury  Bench  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the  row  of 
Ministers  who  are  sitting  there  to- 
night, I  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
there  was  not  a  single  man  amongst 
them  who  knew  a  horse  from  a  cow. 
I  hope,  therefore,  I  shall  be  excused 
for  calling  attention  to  this  subject  on 
the  present  occasion ;  but  I  give  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  most  friendly 
warning  and  intimation  that  if  this 
proposal  is  persevered  in,  it  will  meet 
witli  certain  opposition  from  this  Bench. 
Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  I  think  I  may  now 
proceed  to  deal  with  some  of  the  ques- 
tions which  have  been  addressed  to  me 
by  hon.  Members,  and  I  will  commence 
with  the  question  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Lincolnshire 
(Mr.  Chaplin).  It  will  be,  I  think,  an 
interesting  sight,  when  my  right  hon. 
Friend  commences  to  bombard,  not  me, 
for  the  Exchequer  is  not  concerned  in 
this,  but  to  bombard  the  Kepresenta- 
tives  of  the  ratepayers  with  regard  to 
the  tax  on  horses.  I  have  pointed  out 
that  this  tax  will  not  affect  the  Imperial 
lievenue,  but  the  mass  of  the  ratepayers 
of  the  country  and  thoir  Eoprostntatives 
will  have  to  fight  out  the  question,  whe- 
ther stallions  are  to  be  included  iu  the 
exemption,  with  my  right  hon.  Friend. 
I  shall  watch,  with  interest  not  un- 
tinged  with  a  certain  amount  of  amuse- 
ment, the  battle  that  will  be  waged 
over  the  question  whether  it  is  better  to 
payhigherratesorplaoeadutyonhorBes. 

Mr,  Chaplin 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  pointed 
out  the  difficulty   in  deciding  exactly 
what  is  and  what  is  not  a  pleasure  horse. 
There  is  one  way  in  whicii  the  difficulty 
can  be  avoided  and  that  is  by  making 
the  tax  one  of  10«.  on  every  horse  as  it 
used  to  be,  instead  of  £1  on  each  pleasure 
horse  as  is  now  proposed.      Does  my 
right  hon.  Friend  prefer  that  every  horse 
should  be  taxed?    [Mr.  Chaplin:  No.] 
Where  then  is  the  anxiety  for  the  re- 
duction of  rates  of  which  we  have  so 
often  heard  ?    We  wish  to  relieve  the 
burdens  of  those  who  have  no  horses 
and  make  those  who  have  contribute  to 
the  general  relief ;  but  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman prefers    to    continue  to  pay  a 
high  or  highway  rate  and  have  no  tax 
on  horses,  the  difficulty  will  be  not  be- 
tween my  right  hon  Friend  and  myself, 
but  between  him  and  the  advocates  of 
the  reduction  of  rates.     I  can  assure 
him,  although  he  says  there  is  no  one 
on  this  Bench    who  understands   the 
difference  between  a  horse  and  a  cow, 
that  there  is  the  Under  Secretary  to  the 
Local  Government  Board  (Mr.  Long) 
who  is,  perhaps,  competent  to  speak  on 
these  matters,  I  will  not  say  as  the  rep- 
resentative of  the  Jockey  dub,  but  as 
representing  the  genial  common  sense 
of  the  country  squire.     We  have  had 
the  opportunity  of  consulting  with  him 
and  a  certain  number  of  gentlemen  rep* 
resenting  country  interests  who   have 
taken  a  view  of  this  matter  different 
from    that  of    my  right  hon.  Friend. 
With  regard  to  the  tax  of  £5  on  race- 
horses, I  think  that  horses  like  Hermit 
can  very  well  bear  the  tax,  andastotbe 
tax  on  stallions  which  has  so  greatly 
excited  my  right  hon.  Friend,  I  cannot 
conceive,  looking  to  the  great  value  of 
those  interesting  animals,  that  a  duty  of 
£l  a-ycar  is  likely  to  diminish  to  the 
smallest  extent  either  their  usefulness 
or  thoir  patriotic  endeavours,  or  in  the 
slightest  degree  to  conflict  with  the  desire 
to  promote  an  improved  breed  of  horses 
in  the  country.  The  tax  is,  no  doubt,  heavy 
on  those  who,  like  many  country  doctors 
and  clergymen,  keep  a  single  horse,  and 
I  regret  this  more  in  their  case  than  in 
the  case  of  those  who  keep  a  larger 
number  of  horses.    I  believe  what  yon 
may  call  the  breeding  horse  will  be  able 
to  bear  the  tax.    At  the  same  time  it  is 
for  my  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Ghaplin)i 
as  I  have  said,  to  fight  the  matter  out 
with  the  ratepayers  and  oonvizioe  iheoi 
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it  is  better  not  to  impose  this  tax,  and 
to  leave  the  rates  so  much  higher  in 
consequence  of  its  non-imposition.     I 
haye  been  asked  several  questions  with 
regard  to  other  matters  connected  with 
horses.    I  presume  there  will  be  exemp- 
tion in  favour  of  the  horses  which  are 
connected  with  the  Military  Services,  in- 
cluding the  Volunteer  Service ;  that  no 
horses    which    are    legitimately    and 
avowedly  kept  for  the  purpose  of  the 
Public  Service  will  fall  under  the  tax. 
Bat  it  is  a  matter  which  will  require 
examination.     All  these   matters   will 
have  to  be  most  carefully  considered, 
and  I  shall  with  pleasure  hand  over  the 
discassion  of  this  subject  to  my  right 
lion.  Friend  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  (Mr.  Ritchie),  who  is 
far  more  interested  in  the  maintenance 
of  this  tax  than  the  ChaacoUor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  has  had  the  misfortune 
to  propose  the  tax  and  to  incur  the  dis- 
pleasure of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Chaplin),  while  he  is  not  to  derive  a 
single  penny 'sad  vantage  from  the  taxa- 
tion of  racehorses  or  any  other  horses. 
[An    hon.    Member  :     There    are    the 
farmers'  horses.]    The  horses  engaged 
in  trade  and  husbandry  will  be  exempt 
from  the  tax.     The  interesting  animal 
of  which  we  have  hoard  so  much  to- 
night— namely,  the  farmer's  cob,  which 
does  a  certain  amount   of  work,    but 
which  is  sometimes  used  for  purposes  of 
amusement,  offers  some  difficulties,  and 
the  case  is  undoubtedly  one  for  con- 
sideration.    But  I  trust  that  the  Oom- 
miHee  may  find  it  possible  to  retain  the 
duly  of  £1  upon  all  horses  which,  speak- 
ing broadly  and  from  a  common-sense 
point    of  view,    may  be    described  as 
the    horses    belonging    to    well-to-do 
people.      I  trust  the  Committee    will 
rather  retain  the  duty  of  £1  upon  such 
horses  than  force  us  to  the  alternative, 
the  old  alternative  of  imposing  a  tax  of 
10#.  6d.  upon  every  horse.     The  Com- 
mittee  Will  with  its  wisdom  and   the 
assistance  of  the  representatives  of  all 
the  horse  breeding,  horse  racing  and 
other  horse  interests,  be  able  to  arrive 
at    a    competent    conclusion    in     the 
matter.     Of  course,  cab  horses  and  'bus 
horses  will  oome  within  the  category  of 
trade  horses.     My  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Camp- 
bell) dwelt  upon  a  far  drier  subject  than 
that  ol  th#  breeding  of  horses,  namely 

ypL,  OOOSXIY.    [thhid  series] 


— the  question  of  the  allocation  of  the 
licence  duties.  I  agree  with  him  that  it 
is  expedient  that  the  Local  Authorities 
should  have  as  much  power  as  possible 
in  the  collecting  and  in  the  administer- 
ing of  the  licences.  My  hon.  Friend 
omitted  to  notice  that,  in  the  first 
instance,  we  hand  over  as  a  trial  to  these 
new  authorities  the  administration  of 
public  house  licences,  and,  I  think,  the 
new  authorities  will  find  their  hands 
pretty  well  full  during  their  first  year  of 
office  with  the  innumerable  difficulties 
that  arise  with  regard  to  this  class  of 
licences 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL:  The 
proposal  will  not  pass. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN:  My  hon.  Friend 
says  the  proposal  will  not  pass.  I  feel 
certain  that  the  proposal  to  transfer 
licences  to  tho  Local  Authorities  will  be 
adopted,  and  that  both  sides  of  the 
House  will  agree  that  licensing  should 
not  remain  in  the  hands  of  a  judicial 
body,  such  as  the  Quarter  Sessions  will 
be  in  the  future,  but  should  be  trans- 
f  erred  to  the  administrative  body,  which 
will  be  the  new  Councils  elected  by  the 
voice  of  the  people.  We  have  every 
confidence  we  shall  be  able  to  carry  the 
proposal  to  transfer  licensing  to  the  new 
authorities.  But  my  hon.  Friend  will 
see  that  the  Bill  which  he  will  be  able 
to  obtain  to-night,  and  which,  with  his 
enormous  industry,  ho  willhave  mastered 
before  to-morrow  morning,  provides  that 
in  the  case  of  all  licences  the  localities 
may  ultimately  undertake  the  collection. 
We  have  proceeded  upon  the  principle 
that  in  the  earlier  stages  of  their  exist- 
ence it  would  be  wise  not  to  overload 
these  new  Councils.  They  will  have  their 
hands  quite  full  enough  during  their 
first  years  of  office  with  the  duties  which 
have  been  specially  confided  to  their 
care ;  but  as  years  roll  on  we  trust 
that  these  County  Authorities  may  take 
in  hand  the  collection  of  other  licences 
besides  public-house  licences.  Of  course, 
we  cannot  allow  them  to  raise  or  reduce 
general  licences,  because  otherwise  you 
might  have  some  poor  county,  some  small 
county,  setting  up  a  system  of  cheap 
licensing,  which  would  attract  people 
from  all  parts  of  the  country  to  buy 
their  licences  in  that  particular  county 
to  the  disadvantage  of  other  counties. 
We  cannot,  therefore,  allow  any  varia- 
tion of  the  rates,  but  we  will  encourajo 
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to  the  utmost  Local  Authorities  to  take 
into  their  hands  the  whole  of  the 
finances  of  their  district.  It  is  quite 
possible  the  result  may  bo,  that  the  money 
IS  not  collected  so  cheaply  as  it  is  now  by 
the  Central  Autliorities.  It  is  impossible 
to  exaggerate  tho  enormous  number  of 
questions  which  havo  grown  \i}}  round 
all  those  licences — questions  of  law, 
questions  of  practice,  questions  of  ex- 
emption, with  which  tho  Inland  Revenue 
are  now  perfectly  familiar,  and  with 
which  tho  new  authorities  will  gradually 
have  to  make  themselves  acquainted. 
But  lam  personally  so  strongly  impressed 
with  the  advisability  and  expediency  of 
large  duties  and  responsibilities  being 
imposed  on  the  Local  Authorities,  that 
I  should  be  glad,  even  if  the  expense 
should  bo  somewhat  increased,  that  the 
powers  of  these  new  County  Councils 
should  be,  from  year  to  year,  more 
and  more  developed,  and  that  these 
bodies  should  relieve  the  central  admi- 
nistration of  that  over  work  which  we 
all  deplore.  I  am,  therefore,  agreed 
with  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell)  that 
we  should  do  our  utmost  in  every  way 
to  make  the  transfer  of  the  collection  of 
revenue  a  real  change,  enlisting  the 
whole  sympathies  of  the  country  on 
behalf  of  the  revenue  wliich  will  go 
to  the  counties,  exemptions  which 
are  now  pleaded  for  on  insufRcient 
grounds  will  then  cease,  evasions 
which  aro  now  winked  at  will 
then  be  punished.  I  trust  I  have  satis- 
fied my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  George  Camp- 
bell) so  far  as  intention  goes,  at  all 
events.  We  wish  to  make  this  a  real 
and  not  a  nominal  transfer,  though,  in 
the  first  instance,  we  may  have  to  pro- 
ceed with  caution.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Leicester  (Mr.  Pioton)  considered 
this  a  retrograde  Budget.  lie  alluded 
to  the  great  Budgets  of  1853  and  1860. 
I  entirely  agree  with  him  it  is  impossible 
to  equal  the  great  financial  achievements 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone) 
in  those  years.  I  entirely  agree  with 
him  it  is  impossible  to  exaggerate  the 
advantage  which  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man conferred  upon  the  State  upon  those 
occasions  ;  but  there  is  another  conside- 
ration which  has  been  forced  upon  my 
mind  since  the  time  I  have  been  respon- 
sible for  the  National  finanoes,  and  even 

Mr,  Goschen 


before  that  time,  to  which  I  will  oallthe 
special  attention  of  this  Committee  and 
the  public.  We  have  been  proceeding 
in  the  direction  of  simplicity.  We  have 
removed  an  enormous  number  of  taxes; 
we  have  enabled  the  revenue  to  be 
collected  more  cheaply,  perhaps,  than 
the  revenue  is  collected  in  any  other 
country,  because  it  is  concentrated  upon 
a  few  and  great  and  striking  items. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  we  aro  resting 
the  whole  finance  of  the  country  upon  a 
rather  narrow  basis.  We  have  been 
looking  to  some  five  or  six  great  sources  of 
revenue,  and  if  any  of  them  should 
break  in  our  hands,  we  are  imperilling 
the  equilibrium  of  our  finance.  Nov, 
when  I  say  this,  I  trust  that  I  shall  not 
be  thought  to  be  detracting  in  the 
slightest  degree  from  the  great  achieve- 
ments of  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian ;  but  what  is  the  position 
of  this  country  as  regards  taxation  f 
We  see  that  £27,000,000  sterling,  sn 
amount  more  than  sufficient  to  pay  the 
charge  on  the  National  Debt,  is  raised 
from  one  source  of  revenue  alone— 
namely,  drink,  which  is  a  dedining 
source.  Is  that  not  a  warning  to  us  thst 
we  must  not  simplify  too  much,  and  tint 
we  must  not  rest  too  much  upon  a  fev 
single  items  ?  It  is  from  that  point  of 
view  that  I  look  upon  it  as  so  important 
to  keep  in  reserve  that  g^eat  engine 
which  we  have  at  our  disposal,  the  In- 
come Tax.  I  hope  I  have  made  it  deir, 
though  I  may  not  have  convinced  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton) 
that  the  Imperial  policy  dictates  that  ve 
should  retain  this  important  engine  lor 
emergency,  that  in  times  of  comparttive 
ease  we  should  seek  somewnat  to 
broaden  the  revenue,  so  ^that  when 
the  emergency  comes  we  may  have  in 
reserve  additional  resources  which  we 
may  turn  on  at  any  moment,  thui 
greatly  strengthening  the  credit  of  tiie 
country,  and  greatly  strengthening  our 
position  in  time  of  peril.  I  do  notcom- 
plain  of  the  tone  of  the  hon.  Member 
(Mr.  Picton),  but  I  say  we  must  not 
carry  simplicity  too  far,  and  I  should  be 
averse  to  parting  with  a  single  important 
item  of  revenue,  but  we  may  diminish, 
and  I  trust  the  time  may  come  when  we 
shall  be  able  to  diminish,  the  amount 
of  some  of  the  taxes  which  rest  upon 
some  articles  of  consumption,  without 
parting  with  the  taxes  themselves.  The 
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duty  on  tobacco  is  very  high,  indeed, 
compared  with  the  value  of  the  article. 
But,  nevertheless,  we  can  only  deal  with 
the  few  great  articles  of  cod  sumption 
which  are  still  taxed,  when  we  are  in 
a  position  to  approach  the  question  in 
a  broad  spirit.  It  is  not  desirable  to 
disturb  them  from  year  to  year,  and  I, 
therefore,  consider  what  I  have  said  a 
good  defence  for  not  having  touched  any 
of  these  most  important  sources  of 
revenue  to  which  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Picton)  alluded.  It  would  be  gratifying 
to  be  able  to  reduce  the  taxation  upon 
these  articles,  but  wo  must  look  to  tho 
taxation  of  the  country  as  a  whole,  and 
we  must  not,  without  great  thought, 
give  up  any  of  our  great  sources  of 
revenue.  I  have  still  to  deal  with  the 
remarks  which  wore  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Wolver- 
hampton (Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler.)  He 
challenged  me,  with  perfect  fairness, 
upon  two  points.  He  challenged  mo 
with  regard  to  the  incidence  of  local 
taxation  as  between  town  and  country, 
and  he  challenged  me  with  regard  to  the 
Succession  Duty.  Dealing  with  the  first 
point,  I  fully  admit  that  the  boroughs, 
especially  where  there  is  a  largo  popula- 
tion of  indoor  poor,  have  as  strong 
claims  upon  us  as  the  country  districts 
have.  I  admit  that  a  large  portion  of 
the  relief  which  is  given  ought  to  bo 
given  to  the  boroughs,  and  it  is  given 
to  the  boroughs.  The  criticism  I  have 
Been  made  upon  our  plan  is  that  the 
assistance  given  to  the  boroughs  is 
larger  than  it  ought  to  be  in  pro- 
portion to  the  relief  we  give  to  the 
counties.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Bays  that  the  rates  have  increased  far 
more  in  boroughs  than  they  have  in  the 
country  districts.  So  they  have,  but 
then  I  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
have  the  boroughs  not  got  more  in  re- 
turn for  their  increased  rating  than  the 
country  districts  have  got  for  their 
money  ?  There  are  the  sanitary  rates, 
there  are  the  rates  which  have  gone  to 
beautify  the  towns,  which  have  estab- 
lished free  libraries,  which  have  added  to 
the  amenities  and  pleasures  of  the  work- 
ing classes  in  the  great  centres  of  indus- 
try. I  am  glad  from  many  points  of  view 
that  boroughs  have  increased  their  rates, 
because  the  rates  are  remunerative  in 
a  different  sense  to  the  rates  imposed  in 
cpuntry  districtB  ]  and  the  boroughs  may 


fairly  claim  that  personal  property 
should  contribute  towards  all  the  great 
social  reforms  which  we  rejoice  to  see  in 
so  many  of  our  cities,  because  why 
should  such  reforms  be  carried  out  at 
the  expense  of  one  class  of  contributors 
only  ?  It  is  perfectly  right  that  the  pos- 
sessors of  realized  personalty  should  con- 
tribute to  the  rates  which  have  been 
imposed,  and  which  have,  I  trust,  con- 
ferred great  benefits  upon  a  large  portion 
of  the  community.  But  then  it  must  be 
remembered  that  there  is  no  town  which 
has  heavy  rates  imposed  upon  it  that 
will  not  be  benefited  by  the  relief  we 
are  affording,  just  as  we  trust  that 
there  is  no  corner  of  the  agricultural 
districts  that  will  not  feel  that,  by  one 
means  or  another,  we  have  been  able  in 
this  year  to  remove  a  portion  of  that  in- 
tolerable burden  which  has  been  increas- 
ing on  their  shoulders  for  so  many  years. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says  that  the 
increased  burden  has  not  been  so  great 
upon  country  districts  as  upon  towns; 
but  I  appeal  to  him  whether  the  increased 
burden  must  not  be  felt  more  by  the  de- 
pressed industry  of  the  agricultural  por- 
tion of  the  community  than  it  is  felt  by 
those  thriving  centres  of  industry  which 
have  been  able  to  do  so  much  for  their 
inhabitants  by  means  of  their  increased 
rates.  It  is  far  more  difficult  for  the  agri- 
cultural community,  in  view  of  the  fall  in 
prices,  in  view  of  the  depression  of  agri- 
culture, which  we  all  deplore — it  is  far 
more  difficult  for  them  to  bear  an  increase, 
even  if  it  be  a  smaller  increase  in  rates, 
than  it  is  for  other  portions  of  the 
country.  So  I  trust  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  while  I  hope  he  will  take  it 
from  me  there  is  no  borough  that  will 
not  be  benefited  by  the  proposals  we 
make,  will  not  grudge  to  the  suffering 
agricultural  communities  the  relief  which 
we  hope  will  also  flow  to  them  from  the 
proposals  which  we  have  had  the  honour 
to  submit.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  alluded  to  another  point,  on  which, 
I  admit,  I  did  not  give  sufficient  expla- 
nation— I  mean  the  position  of  the  Suc- 
cession Duty  and  the  Probate  Duty.  I 
dealt  too  exclusively  with  lineal s,  and  I 
did  not  speak  enough  of  the  position  of 
collaterals.  I  think  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  entirely  appreciates  the  first 
part  of  our  proposal,  which  is  this,  that 
the  Probate  Duty  for  Imperial  purposes 
is  positively   reduced   to  IJ  per  cent, 
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the  other  1 J  per  cent  going  in  relief  of 
local  burdens.  It  is  admitted  that  personal 
property  does  not  contribute  enough  to 
these  local  burdens;  and,  therefore,  I 
put  it  to  the  Committee  in  this  way.  We 
remit  IJ  per  cent  of  the  Probate  Duty 
from  Imperial  purposes,  and  we  add  so 
much  to  the  Succession  Duty  as  will 
equal  that  amount  of  Probate  Duty 
which  is  retained  for  Imperial  purposes. 
The  Imperial  Probate  Duty  will  be  lA 
per  cent.  Succession  Duty  will  be  raised 
by  J  per  cent,  in  the  case  of  linoals,  and 
li'in  that  of  collaterals,  and  it  will  stand 
exactly  on  the  same  footing  as  the  Pro- 
bate Duty  and  the  Legacy  Duty  after 
the  Probate  Duty  has  been  reduced  by 
IJ  per  cent.  A  nephew  inheriting 
personal  property  will  pay  3  per  cent 
Legacy  Duty  and  IJ  per  cent  Probate 
Duty — A^  per  cent,  and  a  nepliew  in- 
heriting Eeal  Property  will  pa}-"  IJ  per 
cent  Sucession  Duty.  We  have  levelled 
down  in  this  sense  that  personal  pro- 
perty is  to  contribute  less  to  Imperial 
taxation  and  more  to  local  taxation; 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  we  have  levelled 
up,  because  we  say  that  real  property 
is  to  contribute  somewhat  more  to  Im- 
perial taxation  while  receiving  relief 
in  respect  to  local  taxation.  And  now  I 
think  I  have  dealt  with  all  the  ques- 
tions that  have  been  addressed  to  me. 
I  am  deeply  grateful  to  the  Committee 
for  the  manner  in  which  they  have 
generally  received  the  Budget,  and  to 
my  political  opponents  for  the  extremely 
courteous  manner  in  which  they  have 
expressed  themselves  towards  me.  1 1 
acknowledge  that  our  proposals  will 
have  to  bo  examined  with  the  greatest 
care.  I  acknowledge  that  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite  are  entitled  to  con- 
sider not  only  the  coming  year,  but  the 
year  after  next,  and  to  press  us,  as  they 
have,  as  to  the  means  by  which  the 
deficit  is  to  bo  met.  On  the  other  hand, 
I  ask  that  wo  may  be  judged  with  in- 
dulgence. We  have  diliiculties  imj^osod 
upon  us  by  reason  of  having  to  deal 
with  the  relief  of  local  taxation,  not  in 
this  year  only,  but  for  future  years. 
That  we  shall  be  able  to  meet  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  I  trust.  We 
will  endeavour  to  meet  them  in  the  same 
spirit  in  which  they  have  treated  us 
this  evening ;  in  a  spirit,  not  of  violent 
political  controversy,  but  of  anxiety  to 
secure  that  the  great  changes  we  are 

Mr.  GoBchen 


makingin  the  relations  between  local  and 
Imperial  taxation  may  be  carried  out 
equitably  to  all  the  interests  involved.  I 
trust  that  these  changes  may  be  effected 
without  evoking  any  violent  political 
differences.  Both  sides  of  the  House 
are  equall}'  pledged  and  equally  inte- 
rested in  endeavouring  to  do  justice 
between  the  two  great  classes  who 
contribute  to  Imperial  and  local 
burdens — the  ratepayers  on  the  one 
hand,  and  the  taxpayers  on  the  other 
hand. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.) :  I  need  not  say  how  thoroughly 
I  am  inclined  to  join  in  the  expression 
of  congratulation  to  the  riffht  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
for  the  lucidity  and  the  interesting  cha- 
racter of  the  Statement  he  has  laid 
before  the  Committee.  That  which  in- 
terested me  most  in  his  Statement  was 
the  account  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  able  to  give  of  his  stewardship 
during  the  year  which  has  passed.  He 
was  able  to  show  not  only  a  larger  sum 
in  the  shape  of  Revenue  than  he  had 
looked  forward  to,  but  he  was  able  to 
show  that  the  Votes  passed  by  Parlia- 
ment for  the  Army  and  Navy  Services 
had  not  been  exceeded.  I  attribute  that 
entirely  to  the  watchfulness  and  the 
good  husbandry  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  himself,  fortified,  as  he 
was  beforehand,  by  the  efforts  in  favour 
of  economy  made  by  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill).  But  I  think  the 
credit  which  he  attempted  to  give  to 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord 
George  Ilamilton)  and  to  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope^  was 
scarcely  merited.  The  House  will  re- 
member that  no  less  a  sum  than  some- 
thing over  £30,000,000  sterling  is,  in 
time  of  profound  peacci  voted  for  the 
Army  and  Navy  Services,  and  that  within 
a  very  short  period  of  time  when  a  Vote 
of  Credit  of  many  millions  was  granted 
by  this  House  for  those  two  Services. 
One  thing  disappointed  me  very  much  ia 
the  Statement,  and  that  was,  that  when 
aid  was  given  to  local  taxation  for  local 
purposes,  that  aid  was  drawn  entirely 
from  personalty  and  not  from  realty. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  appro- 
priated one-half  of  the  Probate  Duty  in 
aid  of  local  resources;  but  there  are 
many  forms  of  property  throughout  the 
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country  which  at  present  bring  in  im- 
mense incomes  to  the  owners,  but  which 
contribute  nothing  to  the  local  resources 
There  are  such  things  as  ground  rents. 
They  would  have  been  a  much  better 
source  from  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
might  draw  his  aid  for  local  resources 
than  the  Probate  Duty.  As  in  manu- 
facturing centres,  and  in  large  centres  of 
population,  so  in  the  country  districts 
where  mining  is  carried  on,  you  have  im- 
mense incomes  drawn  from  the  mines  of 
the  country  in  the  shape  of  royalties 
and  way-leave  rents  which  now  con- 
tribute not  one  single  penny  to  the  local 
reBOurces.  Let  me  take  the  case  of  the 
Ecclesiastical  Oommissionors  in  the 
single  county  of  Durham.  They  draw 
£130,000  a-year  in  the  shape  of  royal- 
ties from  the  coal  mines  in  Durham, 
and  they  are  able  also  to  charge  some 
£37,000  a-year  on  account  of  way-leavo 
rents.  How  much  did  theso  Ecclesias- 
tical Commissioners  contribute  to  the 
local  expenditure  in  Durham?  Nothing, 
or  next  to  nothing.  Now  I  say,  that 
ground  rents  and  royalties  and  way- 
leave  rents  and  charges  of  that  kind 
may  be  fairly  taxed  for  local  purposes. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  deplored  the 
narrow  basis  upon  which  the  present 
financial  system  rests.  Why  does  not 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  broaden  the 
basis  of  his  financial  system  until  the 
natural  foundation — that  is,  the  land  of 
the  country — is  that  upon  which  it  rests? 
He,  of  all  Chancellors  of  the  Exchequer, 
should  do  BO.  There  was  a  lawgiver  of 
some  4,000  years  ago  who  provided  a 
financiid  system  of  the  simplest  kind. 
He  did  not  trouble  himself  about  taxes 
on  coffee  or  dry  goods,  or  this  or  that 
article ;  he  initiated  a  simple  system  of 
taxation  of  the  land,  drawing  contribu- 
tions from  every  portion  of  the  soil, 
from  occupier  and  owner.  If  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  had  endeavoured  to 
adjust  his  Budget  to  the  exemplar  of  his 
countryman  and  predecessor,  he  then 
might  claim  that  he  was  broadening  the 
basis  of  the  taxation  of  the  country. 
But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  appears 
to  be  suffering  under  that  restraint  that 
affects  all  Finance  Ministers  of  his 
Party.  Throughout  the  Budget  it  could 
be  seen  plainly  enough  how  difficult  it 
was  for  a  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
of  the  Conserrative  Party  to  throw  any- 


thing in  the  shape  of  additional  burden 
on  owners  of  land.  Occuirlers  of  land 
they  themselves  owned,  when  they  adopt 
farming  operations  and  are  unable  to 
make  them  pay,  are  discharged  from 
liability  under  which  they  now  rest 
under  Schedule  A.  But,  then,  take  the 
case  of  farmers  under  Schedule  B — not 
the  owner  but  the  tenant.  If  his  farm- 
ing is  unsuccessful,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  does  not  propose  to  dis- 
charge him  from  his  liability  as  he 
proposes  to  discharge  the  owner  under 
Schedule  A.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  it  was  open  to  a  farmer  to  go  under 
the  Schedule  and  present  his  statement 
of  account 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  It  is  practically  the 
same  with  the  owner ;  he  would  have  to 
prove  that  he  has  made  no  profit. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  Then, 
why  not  use  the  same  language?  It 
seemed  to  me  that  it  was  an  extra- 
ordinary thing  to  make  the  difference 
between  owner  and  occupier,  and  not  a 
single  word  was  said  until  that  moment 
as  to  the  necessity  of  owners  furnishing 
accounts  of  their  transactions.  Then, 
again,  when  we  come  to  Ireland,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  he  does  not 
propose  to  extend  the  Carriage  Tax  to 
Ireland ;  but  we  have  not  the  least  ob- 
jection to  that  extension.  Those  who  in 
Ireland  drive  in  carriages  belong  to  a 
very  small  and  favoured  class.  Some 
days  ago  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
it  did  not  pay  the  Exchequer  to  collect 
the  Carriage  Tax  in  Ireland ;  so  now  the 
Carriage  Tax  is  not  to  be  imposed  on 
Ireland,  though  it  is  utilized  in  England, 
but  the  wheels  of  the  farmers*  carts  are 
to  pay  a  tax  of  2«.  ^d.  apiece.  Thus, 
you  find  the  industrial  classes  are 
charged 

Mr.  GOSCHEN :  The  hon.  Member 
is  under  some  misapprehension.  I  do 
not  propose  to  extend  the  Wheel  Tax  or 
the  Horse  Tax  to  Ireland.  I  have  not 
communicated  with  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  on  this 
subject,  and  am  not  informed  ;  but  if 
there  is  a  general  wish  that  the  Carriage 
Tax,  the  Horse  Tax,  and  Wheel  Tax 
should  be  introduced  in  Ireland,  ] 
consider  it  a  most  fair  measure* 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNC 
glad  to  have  elioi 
gathered  from 
man's  spee* 
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nin  to  be  extOD«led  to  IrelanJ,  but  the  [  wonderful  want  of  derelopment,  and  no 


II.)rso  and  Wlit-l  Taxos  were.     Well. 
wliJit  wo  now  hi-ir  is  satis  fat- t»)ry.   Thou 
ft.s  re;rards  the  Siiccessku  Duties,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  within  the  last  few 
minutes  em[iluisized  his  observations  in 
regard  to  these  duties,  au<l  shows  that 
in  the  case  of  collaterals  a  further  rate 
will  he  levied  to  that  levitd  in  the  past, 
so  that  there  will  be  an  approximation 
to   equalization    between  real  property 
and  personalty ;  but  he  did  not  meet  the 
point  that  was  raised  from  tl:o  Front 
Opposition  Bench,  that  Succession  Pity 
is  not  paid  on  the  corpus  but  on  the  lite 
inter t.^'t,  and  so  tender  is   ho   towards 
realty  on  this  occasion,  that  he  enacts 
that  the  duty  shall  bo  paid  not  in  four 
3'ears,  but  in  ei^ht  years,     lie  did  not 
give  us  to  understand  that  any  longer 
term  would  be  allowed  for  the  Probate 
Duty  than  exists  already,  and  I  tail  to  see 
why  this  exceptional  tenderness  is  shown 
in  the  Succession  Dutv.     Then  with  re- 
gard   to  the  distribution  locally  of  the 
relief  to  be  given  from  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer, I  failed  to  gather  the  reason 
wliy  the  amount  of  local  resources  spout 
on  indoor  relief  should  be  the  standard 
of  distribution.     Sec  how  unequally  it 
will  w<  rk.    In  parishes  like  Kensington 
and  Chelsea,  a  much  larger  sum  is  spent 
on  indoor  than  on  outdoor  relief,  be- 
cause the  workhouse  test  is  mercilessly 
applied  in  those  places,  and  they  will, 
by  the  very  harshness  of  their  adminis- 
tration of  the  Poor  Law,  secure  a  very 
largo  haul  in  the  amount  of  aid  to  be 
given    from    the   Imperial   Exchequer. 
J5ut  let  us  go  Westward,  to  Merioneth- 
bhire,  to  Devon,  to  (iloucester,  and  you 
may  iind  few  cases  of  indoor  relief,  a 
proportion  of  ono  to  every  six,  seven,  or, 
in  somo  cases,  10,  to  every  case  of  out- 
door relief.  It  is  in  these  places  that  the 
Poor  Ijaw  is  really  most  depended  upon 
by  the  agricultural  and  industrial  work- 
ing population  for  relief  in   their  old 
age,  or  in  times  of  distress,  and  these  are 
the  place's  where  the  smallest  sharo  of 
relief  will  bo  enjoyed  fnmi  this  Imperial 
contribution.  On  another  point,  I  think, 
iho  Chancellor  of  the   Exchequer  has 
miHsod  a  great  opportunity.     Ho  has  a 
Kuiplus  of  over  i52,()()0,0(M)  of  mono}-, 


i:icnrase  at  all  in  cod  sumption.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  take  the 
trouble  to  look  through  the  Trade  Be- 
tums  he  will  find  that  of  some  15  or  18 
articles  that  were  taxed  in  1853,  eveiy 
single  one  has  increased  in  consumptioa 
to  a  surprising  extent,  except  those 
half-dozen  or  so  upon  which  the  tax 
is  still  retained,  such  as  coffee, 
chicory,  and  dried  fruits.  The  amount 
I'f  revenue  realized  upon  these  is 
cnnparatively  insignificant,  but  the 
relief  from  the  abolition  of  the  dntj 
would  be  very  sensible.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  might  have  been  able  to 
boast  that  he  had  established  a  free 
breakfast  table  at  last;  he  had  the 
opportunity,  and  I  am  sorry,  both  on 
the  merits  of  the  case  and  for  his  own 
reputation,  tiiat  he  allowed  the  oppor- 
tunity to  slip.  It  is  now  reserved,  I 
suppose,  for  some  Liberal  statesman  to 
deal  with.  From  observations  already 
made,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will 
gather  it  is  scarcely  a  satisfactory  pro* 
posal  that  the  amount  of  assistance  to 
be  derived  from  the  Imperial  Exchequer 
for  local  taxation  in  Ireland  should  be 
vested  in  the  hands  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tarv. 

Mu.  (lOSCOEN:  In  the  absence  of 
data  to  go  upon,  I  have  not  markod  out 
the  proposals  as  regards  Ireland. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR:  We 
have  no  inkling  of  the  principle  of  dis- 
tribution. Evidently,  that  of  indoor 
relief  will  not  do  as  a  proper  standard; 
and  ono  thing  I  have  been  unable  to 
gather,  and  that  is  if  there  is  any  as- 
^uranco  that  the  amount  of  local  taxation 
to  bo  bestowed  will  equal  the  amount 
wo  lose  by  the  withholding  of  the  grants. 
If  he  will  work  out  tho  figures  he  has 
failed  to  give  us,  it  will  bo  a  satisfaction; 
but  it  does  seem  to  me  very  seriously  open 
to  doubt  whether  the  grants  to  be  with- 
held will  be  etjualled  by  the  amount  of 
local  assistance  wc  shall  got. 

Mu.  (JOJ^CHEN :  No  grants  will  be 
withheld  from  Ireland.  Ireland  will 
continue  to  receive  tho  grants  she  has 
received  hitherto,  and  she  will,  in  addi- 
tion, bo  entitled  to  the  relief  I  have 
stated.     But,  as  I  have  said  more  than 


and  ho  has  a  number  of  small  taxos  |  once,  I  havo  not  sufficient  information 


raised  upon  (oflee,  raisins,  figs,  and 
drif jd  fruits,  generally  articles  which,  by 
reason  of  these  taxes,  havo  shown  a 

Jlr,  Arthur  0'  Connor 


in  regard  to  Ireland  and  Scotland.  I 
will  make  it  my  business  to  work  out 
thoEO  points,  and  I  will  make  a  future 
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statement  to  the  House  with  regard  to 
these  two  countries.  I  now  wish  the 
Committee  to  allow  me  to  withdraw 
the  BesolutioQ  with  regard  to  the 
Tea  Duty,  so  that  hon.  Gentlemen  may 
discuss  the  general  Eesolutions  on  a 
future  occasion.  I  hope,  however,  the 
Committee  will  allow  me  to  take  the 
Kesolution  in  reference  to  the  duty  on 
wines,  which  it  is  urgent  to  take,  for 
otherwise  large  transactions  will  take 
place  without  the  increased  duty. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

2.  Resolved,  That  in  addition  to  the  Duties 
of  Customfl  now  payable  on  Wine,  there  shall, 
where  the  Wine  is  imported  in  bottles,  be 
charged  and  paid  the  Duties  following  (that  is 
to  say) : — 

Upon  every  dozen  bottles  of  Wine — 

t.   d, 
li  in  imperial  pint   bottles  or 
Wtles  of  less  capacity..     .,     2    6 

If  in  bottles  of  capacity  exceed- 
ing imperial  pint  bottles  and 
not  exceeding  imperial  quart 
bottles      6    0 

If  in  bottles  of  capacity  exceed- 
ing imperial  quart  bottles  a 
proportionate  increase  of  Duty 
according  to  capacity. 

Hesolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Thursday 
5th  April. 


WESTMINSTER  ABBEY  BILL.~[Bill  165.] 

{Mr.  William  Henry  Smith,  Mr.  Secretary 
Matthews,  Mr,  Jackson,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committeo. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  (Short  title). 

Mb.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  said,  his  right  hon. 
Friend  on  Thursday,  when  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  was  called,  stated  that 
he  would  not  take  the  Committee  stage 
until  after  Easter.  He  (Mr.  Cavendish 
Bentinck)  was  not  present  in  the  House 
when  the  second  reading  was  taken  on 
Friday.  Still,  he  did  not  object  to  the 
present  stage,  though  it  was  inconve- 
nient to  have  it  taken  unexpectedly,  as 
it  prerented  him  placing  the  terms  of 


his  Amendment  on  the  Paper.  In  this 
1st  clause  he  discovered  that  very  objec- 
tionable word,  in  relation  to  old  build- 
ings, **  restoration."  Now,  he  under- 
stood, from  what  he  heard  in  the  report 
made  to  him  of  his  right  hon.  Friend's 
observations  on  Friday,  that  he  assured 
the  House  that  no  money  would  be  ex- 
pended except  on  repairs — that  was  to 
say,  that  the  Dean  and  Chapter  would 
not  be  allowed  to  indulge  their  fancies 
in  such  ornamentation  as  their  taste 
might  suggest. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  1st  clause  is 
simply  the  title  of  the  Act.  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  observations  re- 
late to  a  subsequent  clause. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK :  It 
is  in  the  1st  clause  that  the  word  resto- 
ration occurs. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  The  1st  clause 
runs  thus : — **  This  Act  may  be  recited 
as  'The  Westminster  Abbey  Act,  1888.' " 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Transfer  of  property  of 
Westminster,  Chapter  to  Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners). 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  said, 
he  had  to  propose  an  Amendment  to 
this  clause.  The  clause  provided  that 
schemes  were  to  be  ratified  by  Her 
Majesty's  Order  in  Council,  and  then 
followed  the  sub-section  relating  to  the 
principle  of  the  clause.  His  Amend- 
ment was  to  insert,  at  the  end  of  Sub- 
section (6),  the  words — 

"Provided  that  no  such  Boheme  shall  be 
submitted  to  Her  Majesty  in  Council  until  it 
has  lain  before  both  Houses  of  Parliament  for 
the  space  of  two  calendar  months." 

Mb.  PICTON  (Leicester),  as  a  matter 
of  Order,  asked  would  not  this  prevent 
any  Member  making  remarks  upon  pre- 
vious sub -sections? 

The  CHAIRMAN:  It  will  prevent 
amendment ;  it  will  not  prevent  obser- 
vation on  the  clause  when  moved. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  pro- 
ceeded. The  words  of  his  Amendment 
were  taken  from  the  Union  of  Benefices 
Act.  When  that  Act  was  before  the 
House,  many  years  ago,  this  Proviso  was 
inserted,  and  it  had  been  found  to  be  of 
the  greatest  possible  benefit.  It  pre- 
vented the  Bishop  of  London  and  others 
carrying  out  what  were  alleged  to  be 
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improvemeiits,  but  which  were  really  no 
improvements  at  all,  without  the  con- 
sent of  the  House.  For  a  like  public 
advantage  he,  in  accordance  with  prece- 
dent, proposed  this  Amendment,  so  that 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  should 
not  have  the  power  of  passing  small 
Acts  without  the  public  having  any 
knowledge  or  voice  in  the  matter.  He 
was  bound  to  say  the  Bill  seemed  care- 
lessly drawn,  and  not  very  intelligible 
in  all  its  parts.  This  was  a  matter  of 
very  great  importance,  not  only  as  re- 
garded Westminster  Abbey  itself,  but  as 
establishing  a  precedent  that  might  be 
followed  in  several  other  similar  build- 
ings. His  right  hon.  Friend  would  do 
well  to  admit  this  Amendment,  founded, 
as  it  was,  on  a  good  precedent. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  lioe  22,  to  add—"  Provided 
that  no  such  scheme  shall  ho  suhmitted  to  H  or 
Majesty  in  Council  until  it  has  lain  hofore  hoth 
Houses  of  Parliament  for  the  space  of  two 
calendar  months."— ;ifr.  Cavendish  Bentincl\) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.    W.  H.    Smith)   (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  under  some  misapprehension  when 
he  said  an  undertaking  was  given  that 
the   Committee    would    not    be    taken 
until   after  Easter.      He  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  was  scrupulous  about  observing 
any  undertaking  of  the  kind  ;  but  he 
could  assure  his  right  hon.  Friend  that 
in  this  case  nothing  of  the   kind   was 
given.   The  proposal  in  the  Amendment 
would  have  the  effect  of  impeding  the 
arrangements  for  the  early  application 
of  money  necessary  for  the  preservation 
of  the  Abbey,  and  lead,  in  fact,  to  the 
decay  of  the  Abbey — a  matter  of  national 
importance.     Tlie  clause  provided  that 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  should 
frame   a  scheme   and   provide  for  the 
expense  out  of    some    estates   of    the 
Abbey  which  wore  to  bo  transferred  to 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners,  and  he 
did  not  think  the  House  of  Commons 
would  be  possessed  of  that  information 
to  enable  it  to  judge  of  the  value  or  ad- 
vantage of  such  a  scheme.     No  object, 
indeed,  would  be  gained.  Nothing  what- 
ever in  the  clause  referred  to  the  mode 
in  which  the  money  was  to  be  applied ; 
it  would  not  touch  the  scheme,  which 

Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinch 


was  simply  a  monetary,  he  might 
almost  say  a  commercial,  transaction. 
He  therefore  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  press  an  Amendment 
that,  under  the  circumstances,  the  Qo- 
vernment  felt  bound  to  resist. 

Mr.     PICTON    said,     the^  clause, 
whether  amended  or  not,  contained  the 
very  essence  of  tlie  Bill,  and  therefore 
he  might  be  permitted  to  say  why,  per- 
sonally adverse,  as  he  was,  to  the  present 
connection    of  Church  and   State,   he 
nevertheless  felt  that  the  Bill  wasneces* 
sary  and  the  clause  a,  wise  one.     The 
clause  recognized  the  fact  that  the  great 
Abbey  of  Westminster  was  of  interest  to 
the  whole  nation,  a  national  possession; 
in  fact,  it  transferred  property  to  certain 
Royal  Commissioners  in  order  that  they 
might  use  the  money  derived  from  this 
property  for  the  purpose,  in  the  first 
place,  of  keeping  the  fabric  in  repair ; 
next,  paying  the  Dean  and  Chapter  a 
proper  income ;  and,  finally,  providing 
for  the  services.    That  he  took  to  be  a 
recognition    that   the    Church    was    a 
national  possession.  It  was  a  possession 
of  which  all  Englishmen  were  proud. 
Whatever  might  be  the  differences  of 
opinion    on    the    connection    between 
Church  and  State,  none,  he  felt  sure, 
would  like  to  see  the  venerable  building 
falling  into  disrepair  from  neglect. 

Mr.  ILLINQWORTH  (Bradford, 
W.)  said,  he  would  like  to  ask  what 
security  there  was  that  the  money  which 
the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  would 
provide  from  the  mortgage  of  the  Abbey 
estates  would  be  wisely  expended? 
Was  there  any  reference  to  any  com- 
petent authority,  such  as  the  Board  of 
Works,  or  any  responsible  architeot,'to 
advise  and  control  expenditure,  for 
might  it  not  lead  to  wasteful  patching 
and  jobbing,  because  admirable  ecde- 
siastics  might  know  nothing  of  stones 
and  mortar  and  building  repairs  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  provision 
was  made  for  the  supervision  of  the  re- 
sponsible architect  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Commission,  Mr.  Ewan  Christian.  He 
would  supervise  all  the  work. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINOK  said, 
he  would  not  put  the  Committee  to  the 
trouble  of  dividing,  though  he  felt 
bound  to  say  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
not  made  out  a  good  case  against  the 
Amendment,  having  regard  to  the  pre- 
cedent of  the  Union  of  Benefices  Aot| 
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nith  vhicli  be  was  afraid  hia  right  hon. 
Friend  wae  not  very  well  acquainted. 
However,  not  to  occupy  time,  he  would 
withdraw  the  Amendment,  simply 
Btating  that  no  difltinctiou  Lad  been 
made  out  between  thia  caae  and  the 
precedent  he  had  quoted.  Before  with- 
drawing it,  however,  there  wai  one 
point  raised  by  the  hon.  Member  oppo- 
site (Mr.  lUingworth)  that  deserved 
attention.  There  ought  to  be  a  control- 
ling power.  Hia  right  hon.  Friend  re- 
ferred to  the  fact  that  the  Ecoleaiaaticat 
CommisBioners  heid  a  reaponaible  archi- 
tect, and  he,  no  doubt,  would  diEcharge 
his  duty  wisely.  At  the  same  time,  it 
would  oe   well   to   have   a   controlling 

EDwer,    and   not  leave  matters   in  the 
ands  of  the  architect  of  the  Ecclesias- 
tical CommlaBionara.     If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber could  poiDt  out  any  way  in  which 
control  oould  be  strengthened,  he  would 
be  very  happy  indeed  to  give  the  hon. 
Qentleman  his  support. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clauses  3  to  6,  iucluaive,  agreed  to. 
ClauBfi   7  (Liability  to    repair,   and 
to    pay   rates  and    taxes  for    official 
honse). 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK  aaid, 
thia  clauBs  really  related  to  the  principle 
touched  upon  by  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Mr.  Illingworth).  Here  he 
found  that  if  any  question  arose  between 
tbe  Dean  and  Chapter  and  the  Ecoleai- 
ostical  Oommiasioners  aa  to  tbe  applica- 
tion of  the  fabric  fund,  the  matter  was 
(o  be  referred  to  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
tbe  Lords  of  Appeal,  the  Privy  Counoil, 

or  tbe  Judgea  of  the  High  Court 

Thb  CHAIKMAN:  The  right  hoa. 
Qentleman  ia  now  malieg  his  obseiva- 
tioDB  not  on  Clause  7,  but  on  Sub-section 
(7)  of  Clause  4,  which  is  passed. 
Clause  agrted  to. 
Clause  B  agrted  to. 
Preamble. 

Mb.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK  said, 
he  was  right  at  last,  and  in  the  Preamble 
the  word  "restoration"  did  occur. 
There  was  the  word  "restoring,"  alao, 
in  line  17,  and  he  would  move  the 
omiesioQ  of  these  words,  on  the  ground 
that  they  would  afford  the  opportunity 
for  money  being  expended  for  other 
porpoaes  than  those  of  repair.  He  bad 
neqamtljr  stated  that  be  had  no  oon- 


Sdence  in  tbe  control  of  the  Deciu  and 
Chapter  over  such  expenditure,  and  he 
would  ask  hia  righthon.  Friend  whether 
any  of  the  fund  to  be  produced  by  thia 
scheme  would  he  applied  to  the  work  in 
the  North  Transept  ?  Never  waa  ex- 
penditure less  justified  than  that  on  the 
North  Transept.  Whether  it  might  be 
tnken  aa  a  apecimen  of  what  might 
happen  hereafter,  he  did  not  know.  If 
this  money  was,  in  any  way,  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  repair  or  renewal  of  the 
North  Transept,  it  would  be  a  very  im- 
proper uae  of  the  money.  That  work 
was  pursued  in  the  moat  blindfold 
manner,  though  not  by  the  present 
authorities  at  Westminster  Abbey. 
Here  he  might  add  a  hope  that  hia 
words  might  not  be  taken  ill,  because  of 
tbe  thin  skins  of  authorities  when  any 
act  of  theirs  was  criticized.  Such 
criticism  waa  often  taken  a  a  an  exhibition 
of  ill-will,  but  no  one  desired  leaa  to 
take  up  that  position  than  he  did.  He 
understood,  however,  that  his  right  hon. 
Frieud  said  very  distinctly,  on  Friday, 
that  this  Fabric  Fund  was  to  be  applied 
to  repoira  only,  and  if  that  was  so,  there 
could  be  no  objection  to  cutting  out  the 
word  "restoration."  Too  often  had 
there  been  examples  of  the  restoration 
and  improvemect  of  old  buildings,  the 
result  being  the  very  reverse  of  the  de- 
scription. There  had  been  seen  in  the 
noble  Cathedral  of  London  what  the 
Dean  and  Chapter,  in  spite  of  protest, 
could  do  in  the  way  of  structural  altera- 
tion, and  a  similar  calamity  might  befall 
Westminster  Abbey  unless  the  words 
"restoration  aud  improvement"  were 
struck  out.  Although  he  had  confidence 
in  the  present  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
and  desired  that,  for  the  rest  of  his  life, 
hia  right  hon.  Friend  might  continue  to 
fill  the  place  he  now  occupied,  be  might 
be  succeeded  by  a  Minister  who  would 
discard  his  right  hon.  Friend's  state- 
ment and  take  up  quite  a  different 
attitude.  In  framing  this  Act,  he  would 
ask  that  from  the  Preamble  these  words 
ihould  be  cut  out,  and  subsequently,  or 
n  "another  place,"  the  consequential 
Amendments  in  other  parts  of  the  Bill 
might  be  mado.  Ho  had  no  wish  to 
provent  the  Bill  passing  Committee  that 
night. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  1 , 
line  9,  leave  out  "  restoration  or." — (Vr. 
Cavendith  Benlinci.) 
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QueBtiou  proposed,  "That  tho  words 
proposed  tolja  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Preamble." 


Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  ejm- 
patbizod  very  much  with  the  protest  of 
his  right  hon.  Friead,  but  be  vould  call 

hia  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  Pre- 
amble was  eimplv  a  recital  of  what  had 
already  beeu  done,  A  sum  of  £10,000 
was  granted  in  1866,  under  an  Act  for 
the  restoration  and  repair  of  Weet- 
tnineter  Abbey,  and  this  was  a  recital 
of  what  had  been  done,  and  then  the 
Preamble  went  on  to  say  that,  by  eub- 
sequont  enactment  in  clauses  following, 
the  sum  so  advanced  should  be  made 
matter  of  agreement;  but  what  had 
been  done  could  not  be  undone. 

Me.  cavendish  BENTINCK  said, 
he  would  withdraw  his  Amendment  to 
renew  it  later  on  in  the  Preamble,  when 
the  word  "restoration"  occurred  in 
line  6  of  page  2. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
6,  to  leave  out  the  words  "restoration 
and." — {Mr.  Cavendiih  lientinek.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Preamble." 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  if  it  were 
any  satisfaction  to  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
he  would  not  object  to  striking  out  the 
words  from  the  Preamble  that  had  no 
enacting  value  whatever.  The  Pre- 
amble had  no  enacting  value  in  an  Act  ; 
it  was  merely  a  statement  of  thegeneral 
purpose  of  the  Act.  If  it  were  any 
gratification  to  his  right  hon.  Friend, 
he  would  strike  the  words  out;  but  he 
could  aasure  him  it  would  not  influence 
the  Act,  it  had  no  meaning  beyond  the 
recognition  of  tho  fact  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would  recognize  that  the 
Abbey  was  in  immediate  want  of 
repair  and  restoration  to  what  it  was. 
He  agreed  that  the  expenditure  on  the 
North  Transept  was  much  to  be  re- 
gretted; but  no  such  expenditure  was 
contemplated   in  this  proposal  j  it  was 
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Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Preamble  agrtii  to. 

Bill  riportti,  vithont  Amendment. 


Mb.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK  said, 
he  would  suggest  that  the  third  reading 
might  now  be  taken. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  as  that  wu 
suggested  br  his  right  hon.  Friend,  who 
was  the  only  Member  who  had  raised 
any  objection  to  the  Bill,  perhaps  the 
House  would  allow  the  next  stage  to  be 
taken. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pautd. 


COUKTY  COURTS  CONSOLIDATION 

BI1.L  [ii>nfi].-[BiLL   173.] 

(J/r.  Attarnty  Qsntral.) 

aECOUD  BEADIHO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 
Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 

Mr.  henry  H.  FOWLEK  (VTolTsr- 
hampton,E.)8aid,  ho  had  given  Notice  of 
au  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
second  time  upon  that  day  six  months, 
which  he  did  not  intend  to  more,  be^ 
cause  the  Qovemment  had  agreed  that 
the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  the  Stand- 
ing Oommittee  upon  Law.  He  was 
very  glad  that  this  was  so.  Many  hon. 
Members  of  the  House  would  be  avais 
that  constant  dissatisfaotian  had  beta 
expressed,  especially  in  discussioDS  oa 
the  Estimates,  with  the  present  condi- 
tion of  the  County  Court  system,  and  if 
the  present  Session  should  see  oarrisd 
into  effect  this  much  needed  refonn, 
that  alone  would  redeem  It  from  being 
a  barren  Session.  Both  the  powers  IM 
procedure  of  the  County  Courts  needad 
improving.  He  deplored  that  the  BiS 
came  down  from  the  other  House  simply 
asaConsolidationBill.  There  would  hare 
been  great  advantage  had  the  Bill  been 
carefully  considered  by  a  Select  Omn- 
mittee  there.  At  all  eventa,  now  that 
simply  to  place  tho  AbboV  in  ^  sound  1  J''^;,  Standing  Committee  on  Law  Bills 
condition,  making  good  the  ravages  of  -  ^t-  vtt".  o'  "^'-.J''"  ^^Jt  ^"^  "^ 
time  and  climate  ^*"'*  *>**'  Committee  might  very  pro- 

Mb.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCKsaid,P^''^y«f'^'f  >*«  PO"™.  "d  with 
having  elicitedthatexpresBion  of  opinionMi"^'  advantage.  Ho  understood  that 
which  was  all  he  desired  to  obtain,  ho  ?i°V''?v.-'  ^«^«™''^''  "J"  "ocf""?.  »* 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment.  I  *>**  V"*  r<*"i?  ^^  5'"°  ^'  **">  ^** 

Mr.  Cavendiih  Btntinci 


day  after  the  Beoeia  ? 
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The  FIEST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  agreed  to  that. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Thursday  5th  April. 


MOTIONS. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  (LAND  COM- 
MISSION) BILL. 

MOTION   FOR   LEAVE. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  rou  IRE- 
LAND   (Mr.  A.   J.   Balfour)     (Man- 
chester, E.),  in  rising  to  move  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  make  provision 
for  the  better  disposal  of  the  business 
under  the  Land  Law   (Ireland)   Acts, 
and  for  other  purposes  relating  thereto, 
said  :  There  are  two  pressing  questions 
with  regard  to  the  constitution  and  cir- 
cumstances of  the  Land  Courts  in  Ire- 
land which  must  necessarily  bo  dealt 
with   by  the  Government  during    the 
present  Session.     The  one  arises  from 
the  accumulation  of  the  arrears  of  busi- 
ness in  the  Land  Courts,  and  the  other 
arises  from  the  circumstances  that  under 
the  Act  of  1881  the  Land  Commission 
would  naturally  come  to  an  end  in  this 
year.     Therefore,  if  the  present  system 
of  land  tenure  is  to  continue — and  with- 
out an  enormous  scheme  of  land  pur- 
chase it  must  continue— it  is  absolutely 
oeceasary  that  the  Government  should 
bring  in  some  Bill  by  which  the  exist- 
ence    of     that    Commission    may    be 
farther    prolonged.       Now,   the   most 
preaaing    question,   of  course,  is    that 
with  regard   to  arrears  of  business  in 
the  Land  Courts ;  but  it  seems  to  the 
Government  that  it  may  be  convenient 
to    deal    with  two  questions  at    once, 
not    in     a    very    ambitious    fashion, 
but  in  a  manner  that  will  introduce 
certain  improvements  that  are  needed 
both  in   the  method  of    dealing  with 
bnainess  in  the  Sub- Commission  Courts, 
and  also  with  reference  to  the  block  of 
business     in     tho     Land    Commission 
Croorts.     This  is  the  object  of  the  Bill 
which  I  am  about  to  introduce.     Hon. 
Members  who  have  been  present  during 
the  last  fortnight  must  be  aware  that 
Members  from  Ireland  have,  from  time 
to  time,  expressed  their  dissatisfaction 


with  the  courso  which  the  Government 
have  taken    with    regard  to   the    ar- 
rears   of     business.     But     I    should 
first  like  to  show  the  House  that  the 
Government  is  not  really  to  blame  in 
the  matter  of  arrears  of  business  in  the 
Land  Courts.     Those  who  are  conver- 
sant with  what  occurred  in   1882  are 
aware    that    the    result    of   that    Act 
threw    an  immense    mass  of  business 
upon  the  Land    Courts,    which    they 
were  not  able  to  get  through  for  a  con- 
siderable period.     I  notice  in  this  con- 
nection that  hon.  Members  have  boon 
under  some    misapprehension.       They 
have  supposed,  as  I  gather  from  their 
speeches,  that   the   Government    have 
been  greatly  to  blame  in  that  they  have 
not  earlier  taken  a  step  to  deal  with  the 
accumulated   arrears;  but  an  observa- 
tion of  what  we  have  done  in  the  way 
of  appointing  Sub-Commissioners  will, 
I  think,  dissipate  that  particular  pre- 
judice.     If  the   House  will    comparo 
what  happened  in  1882  with  what  is 
happening  at  the  present  moment,  they 
will  see  that  the  difficulties  which  we 
have  undergone  were  not  unknown  to 
our    Predecessors.        I    find    that    in 
February,    1882,    there    were    69,000 
cases  awaiting    hearing.       In    March 
and   April  there    were    70,000    cases, 
and    in    April    the     Government    in- 
creased the    number   of  Sub-Commis- 
sioners from  36  to  48.    In  May  and  June 
the  number  of  cases  was  66,000,  and 
in  August  the  number  was  still  60,000. 
The     number    of    Sub- Commissioners 
remained  at  48  until  the  beginning  of 
September,  when  it  was  raised  to  5 1 , 
and    there    it    remained    during    four 
months.     Nevertheless,  the  number  of 
cases  awaiting  hearing  kept  up  to  60,000 
or   more    right  up   to    the    month    of 
December,  when  the  Government    in- 
creased   the  number  of  Sub-Commis- 
sioners to  85.     Even  under  that  new 
regime f  the  number  of  cases  awaiting 
hearing  remained   above  60,000    until 
the  end  of  February,  1883.     For  1887-8 
the  following  are  the  figures  which  are 
comparable  with  those  that  I  have  just 
quoted  to  the  House.     In  August,  1887, 
there  were  13,000  cases  awaiting  hear- 
ing, and  the  number  of  Sub- Commis- 
sioners  was    20.      The    cases   rose  to 
30,000     in    September',    and    we    im- 
mediately appointed  10  additional  Sub- 
Commissioners,  making  a  total  of  SO. 
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Til  October  and  November,  tho  cases 
rose  to  G2,000,  and  in  the  beginning  of 
December  we  appointed  20  more  Sub- 
Commissioners,  making  a  total  of  50, 
which  was  practically  the  same  number 
as  existed  in  1882,  when  tho  number  of 
cases  was  about  the  same.  Therefore, 
tho  House  will  see  that  we  have  shown 
ourselves  sensible  of  the  gravity  of  tho 
situation,  and  that  we  have  endeavoured 
to  meet  it.  At  the  same  time  we  feel 
that  there  are  great  difficulties  in  simply 
trying  to  meet  tho  accumulation  of 
arrears  merely  by  piling  Commission  on 
Commission  and  multiplying  the  number 
of  Sub-Commissioners.  That  course 
involves  several  difficulties.  It  involves, 
among  other  things,  the  difficulties  of 
constituting  a  new  Court.  It  is  an 
expensive  process,  not  very  convenient, 
and  not  very  fast.  It  is  costly  to  the 
Treasury,  and  not  satisfactory  politically. 
It  is  not  at  all  easy,  moreover,  to  find  an 
efficient  Legal  Commissioner.  As  tho 
House  is  aware,  there  is  attached  to 
every  Sub-Commission  one  Legal  Mem- 
ber who,  as  a  rule,  only  sits  with  his 
Colleagues  in  Court,  and  does  not  attend 
them  in  their  investigations  into  the 
actual  circumstances  of  farms.  He 
is  paid  a  largo  salary  by  the  Trea- 
sury, and  he  is  very  frequently  a 
lawyer  of  not  very  considerable  standing 
at  the  Irish  Bar.  You  cannot  get 
lawyers  of  first- class  or  high  rank  to 
take,  even  at  a  salary  of  £1,000  a-year, 
a  Sub-Corn missionership,  which,  from 
the  necessity  of  the  case,  is  probably  a 
temporary  employment,  and  which  will 
deprive  him  of  his  connection  with  his 
clientvlef  if  such  connection  he  is 
fortunate  enough  to  have.  But  the 
House  will  recollect  that  the  Sub-Com- 
missions are  not  the  only  machinery 
by  which  cases  are  to  bo  heard  in 
the  first  instance.  Litigants  may  also 
carry  their  cases  before  the  County 
Court  Judge,  and  it  appears  to  the  Go- 
vernment that  much  good  would  be  done 
if  we  could  strengthen  the  powers  of  tho 
County  Court  Judge  for  hearing  these 
cases.  The  County  Court  Judge  is  in- 
variably a  lawyer  of  high  standing. 
He  holds  his  appointment  permanently, 
and  therefore  all  those  Gentlemen  who 
are  anxious  to  see  judicial  cases  tried 
by  Judges  who  hold  their  appointments 
not  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Executive,  as 
the  County  Court  Judges  do^  will  be 

Mr,  A.  (/.  Balfour 


glad  to  see  tho  work  thrown  upon  them 
rather  than  upon  any  different  tribunal, 
as  when  these  cases  come  before  a  County 
Court  Judge,  who  is  usually  a  compe- 
tent lawyer,  it  is  extremely  improbable 
that  there  will  be  an  appeal  to  the 
higher  Court  on  points  of  law.  The 
reason  why  the  County  Court  fails  at 
this  moment  as  a  Court  of  First  Instance 
is  because  the  County  Court  Judge  has 
to  work,  not  with  two  Sub-Commis- 
sioners as  an  ordinary  Sub-Comnuesion 
Court  has  to  work,  but  with  one  valuer. 
It  appears  to  us  that  if  we  can  make  the 
Court  of  the  County  Court  Judge  as 
strong  in  dealing  with  questions  of  fact 
as  the  existing  Sub-Commissioners' 
Courts  are,  and  could  utilize  hia  very 
superior  capacity  of  dealing  with  ques- 
tions of  law,  we  should  constitute  a 
very  much  better  tribunal  than  any 
which  now  exists.  In  the  Bill,  there- 
fore,  which  I  am  introducing  to-night 
we  propose,  among  other  thinga,  to 
strengthen  the  Court  of  the  County  Oourt 
Judge  by  substituting  for  the  aingle 
valuer  paid  by  the  day,  with  whom  he 
has  to  work,  two  gentlemen  of  the 
status  of  Sub-Commissioners.  Th^ 
will  be  obliged,  as  Sub-Commissionen 
are  now,  to  go  upon  the  farms  they  have 
to  investigate  in  couples,  and  will  give 
their  advice  to  the  County  Court  Judge, 
after  their  examination  of  the  farm, 
carried  on  with  the  same  care  and  the 
same  efficiency  as  we  may  hope  the 
investigations  by  the  lay  Sub  Commis- 
sioners are  as  a  rule  carried  on  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  So  far,  therefore,  what 
wo  propose  to  do  is  merely  to  strengthen 
and  make  more  efficient  the  Oourt  of 
the  County  Court  Judge.  But  there  is 
another  evil  attendant  upon  the  present 
system  which  we  desire  to  remedy.  At 
present  there  are  two  Courts  dealing 
with  these  casos  in  competition — the 
Sub-Commissioners'  Court  and  the 
County  Court.  They  are,  of  coune, 
dealing  with  exactly  the  same  cases, 
competitively  so  to  speak.  We  propose, 
therefore,  that  a  distribution  of  busi- 
ness shall  be  made  between  the  Bub- 
Commissioners'  Courts  and  the  County 
Court  Judges  Courts,  which  shall  take 
place  at  any  rate  as  long  as  the  arrears 
exist  as  they  at  present  stand,  and  the 
County  Court  Judges  shall  be  aaaisted 
by  the  liand  Commissioners.  That,  I 
think,  is  the  most  controyeiBial  part  of 
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the  Bill.  I  believe  that  by  the  Eules 
of  the  House  I  am  not  allowed  to  ex- 
plain the  remaining  part  of  the  Bill 
which  deals  with  the  Head  Commission ; 
but  I  may  say  briefly  that  while  we 
propose  to  continue  in  office  the  Head 
Commissioners  for  another  seven  years, 
we  propose  also  to  introduce  certain 
provisions  which  will  make  that  Court 
more  flexible,  and,  as  we  think,  more 
competent  to  deal  with  the  business 
with  which  it  has  to  deaL 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  leave  bo  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
mako  provision  for  the  better  disposal  of  the 
business  under  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Acts  ; 
and  for  other  purposes  relating  thereto.*' — 
(Ur.   A.J.Balfour.) 

Me.  PARNELL  (Cork)  said,  so  far 
as  he  had  been  able  to  gather  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland)  proposed  to  meet  the  difficulty 
in  reference  to  the  block  of  cases  in  the 
Land  Court  by  appointing  assessors  to 
the  County  Court  Judges  to  perform  the 
same  duties  that  lay  Sub-Commissioners 
at  present  performed  on  the  Sub- Com- 
missions, and  that  he  also  proposed  as  it 
were  to  drive  the  litigants,  or  the  persons 
applying  for  fair  rents  being  fixed,  into 
the  County  Courts  whether  they  wished 
to  go  there  or  not.  Under  the  Act  of 
1881  persons  applying  to  have  fair  rents 
fixed  could  at  their  option  apply  to  the 
County  Court  or  to  the  Land  Commission, 
and  while  the  vast  majority  of  applica- 
tions up  to  the  present  time  had  been 
made  on  one  side,  the  tenants,  the  vast 
majority  of  such  applications  had  been 
made  not  to  the  County  Court  Judges 
but  to  the  Court  of  Land  Commissioners 
whence  they  had  been  remitted  to  the 
Sab-Gommissions.  It  was  evident,  there- 
fore, and  might  be  taken  as  granted, 
that  in  the  opinion  of  the  tenants  who 
conalitoted  the  vast  majority  of  persons 
applying,  the  County  Court  Judges  were 
not  a  favourable  or  a  fair  tribunal. 
Therefore  it  appeared  to  him  at  first 
sight  that  the  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  disadvantageous  from 
the  point  of  view  of  the  tenant. 

It  being  Midnight,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned. 

Debate  to  be  resumed  To-morrow,  at 
Two  of  the  dock. 


ORDERS    OF   THE  BAY. 

METROPOLITAN    BOARD    OF     WORKS 
COMMISSION   BILL.-[BiLLl91.] 

{Mr.  Secretary  Matthews^  Mr.  William  Henry 
Smith,  Mr.  Stuart  Wortley.) 

SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  fob 
TUE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  agree  to  take 
tho  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  which 
contained  no  controversial  matter,  but 
merely  embodied  the  Resolution  of  the 
House  and  empowered  the  Commission 
to  inquire  into  the  working  of  tho 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  Secretary  Matthews.) 

Mb.  firth  (Dundee)  said,  he  hoped 
there  would  be  no  objection.  He  would 
like  to  ask  whether  tho  powers  of  the 
Commission  went  as  far  as  possible 
with  regard  to  obtaining  evidence,  elso 
he  doubted  if  the  inquiry  would  have  a 
successful  issue.  It  was  different  to  that 
of  last  year ;  for  then  there  were  as- 
certained facts  not  available  here.  Could 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  say  when  the 
Commission  was  likely  to  begin  its  work  ? 
He  saw  that  the  utmost  penalty  for  re- 
fusing to  give  evidenoe  was  three  months 
imprisonment,  but  he  doubted  if  that 
would  be  sufficient  in  certain  cases  that 
migh  the  brought  before  the  Commissi  on . 
Would  the  Commission  settle  its  own 
mode  of  procedure?  Would  any  pro- 
visions be  made  for  the  collection  of 
evidence  and  the  necessary  expenses 
incurred  or  for  counsel  for  those  who 
took  a  position  adverse  to  tho  Board  ? 

Mb.  MATTHEWS  said,  there  was  no 
clause  in  the  Bill  providing  for  the  pay- 
ment of  witnesses.  The  Commission  was 
framed  on  the  precedents  of  the  Belfast 
Commission,  the  Truck  Commission,  and 
the  Commission  on  the  Sheffield  out- 
rages. The  Commission  would  settle 
its  own  form  of  procedure.  He  had 
had  a  correspondence  with  the  Chairman, 
who  said  the  Commission  would  be  pre- 
pared to  begin  work  at  once. 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

FACTORY  AND  WORKSHOPS  ACT  (1878) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.-[Bill  154.] 

(fsir  George  IVeveli/an,  Mr.  Camphell-Bannerman, 

Dr,  Caniei'oHf  Mr.  Baird.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Eoading  read. 

Sir  GEORGE  TEEVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow,  Bridgeton)  hoped  the  House  would 
agree  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time.  It 
was  in  effect  to  appoint  a  common  holi- 
day for  Glasgow.  He  believed  that  one 
or  two  hon.  Members  wished  to  make 
some  alterations  in  the  Bill  in  regard  to 
the  rest  of  Scotland,  and  he  would  be 
glad  to  consider  those  alterations  in 
Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '^  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," 
—  {Sir  George  Trevelyan,)  —  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Tuesday  10th  April. 

MOTIONS. 


IsU  of  Man  Bill. 
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METROPOLITAN    COMMONS   (FARNBOROUOn) 
PROVISIONAL   ORDER   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stuart -Wortley,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Scheme  under  ''  The  Metropolitan 
Commons  Act,  1866,"  and  *'  The  Metropolitan 
Commons  Amendment  Act,  1869,''  relating  to 
Farnborough  Common,  Broadstrcet  Green, 
Leach's  Green,  and  Green  Street  Green, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Stuart-Wortloy 
and  ^Ir.  Secretary  Matthews. 
BiW presented^  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  192.] 

METROPOLIT-tVN      COMMONS      (CHISLEHURST 

AND  ST.  Paul's  gray)  provisional 

ORDER  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stuart- Wortley,  Bill  to 
cenfirm  a  Scheme  under  '*  The  Metropolitan 
Commons  Act,  1866,"  and  "The  Metropolitan 
Commons  Amendment  Act,  1869,"  relating  to 
Chislehurst  and  St.  Paul's  Cray  Commons, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Stuart-Wort- 
loy and  Mr.  Secretary  ^latthews. 
BiW presented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  193,] 

METROPOLIS     (WHITECHAPEL     AND     LIME- 
nOUSE)   PROVISIONAL    ORDER   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley.  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Provisional  Order  made  by  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries  of  State  for 
modifying  the  Metropolis  (Whitechapel  and 
Limehouse)  Improvement  Scheme,  W^y  ordered 

Mr.  MatthetQs 


to   be   brought   in   by    Mr.    Stuart- Wortley 
and  Mr.  Secretary  Matthews. 
"QHXprtaentedyijA  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  194.] 

PILOTAGE. 

Ordered,  That  the  Committee  on  Pilotage  do 
consist  of  Nineteen  jSIembers. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated 
of, — Mr.  Acland,  Mr.  H.  T.  Anstruther,  Mr. 
Cossham,  Mr.  (vraig,  Mr.  Penrose  Fitzgerald, 
Sir  John  Gorst,  Mr.  Gourley,  liord  Claud 
Hamilton,  Mr.  King,  Mr.  Llewellyn,  Admiral 
^layne,  Mr.  Joseph  Nolan,  Sir  William  Pearee, 
Sir  John  Puleston,  Mr.  James  Stevenson,  Mr. 
Taylor,  Mr.  Bazley  White,  and  Mr.  Charh^s 
Wilson  : — Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. 

PRIVATE   BILL  LEGISLATION. 

Select  Committee  to  join  with  a  Committee 
of  the  Lords,  on  Private  Bill  Legislation,  nomi^ 
nated  of, — Mr.  Raikes,  Sir  John  Mowbray,  Sir 
Joseph  Pease,  Mr.  John  Morley,  Mr.  Craig 
Sellar,  and  Mr.  T.  M.  Healy. 

REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS  ESTIMATE. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Revenue  Departments  Estimate  do  consist  of 
Seventeen  Members. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated  off 
— Mr.  Arthur  Acland,  Mr.  Biaumann,  Mr. 
Preston  Bruce,  Mr.  Brunner,  Mr.  Richard 
Chamberlain,  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland,  Mr.  John 
Ellis,  Mr.  Hankey,  Mr.  Henniker  Heaton, 
Mr.  Heneage,  Mr.  Jackson,  Mr.  Kilbride,  Mr. 
Mowbray,  Mr.  J.  F.  X,  O'Brien,  Mr.  David 
Plunket,  Mr.  Raikes,  and  Mr.  Stansfeld :~ 
Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. 

ESTIMATES  PROCEDURE  (O&ANTS  OF 
SUPPLY.) 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Ksti- 
mates  Procedure  (Grants  of  Supply)  do  consist 
of  Seventeen  Members. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated  of, 
— Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Joseph  Chamberlain,  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill,  Viscount  Curzon,  Mr. 
Harry  Davenport,  Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr. 
Goschen,  Lord  Hartington,  Mr.  Staveley  Hill, 
Mr.  Howell,  Mr.  Jackson,  Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor, 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Mr.  John  Dillon,  Sir 
Matthew  White  Ridley,  Mr.  Salt,  and  Mr. 
Whitbread :  —  Power  to  send  for  persons, 
papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  bo  the  quorum. 

CUSTOMS,  ISLE  OF  MAN  BILL. 

Resolution  [March  23]  reported,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Court- 
ney, Mr.  Jackson,  and  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer. 
BiXipresefited,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  195.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  qoaitsr 
(Utw  Twelve  o^o}o6l(t 
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HOUSE    OF     LOEDS, 

Tuesday,  21th  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— JYr*^  Reading— 
Army  (Annual)  •  (55)  ;  East  Ifidia  (Purchase 
and  Construction  of  Railways)  •  (56) ;  West- 
minster Abbey*  (57). 

Royal  Assent  —  Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1) 
fol  Vict.  c.  1];  National  Debt  (Conversion) 
[61  Vict.  0.  2] ;  Statute  Law  Ke vision 
[61  Viet.  a.  Z]. 

Their  Lordships  mot ; — and  having 
gone  through  the  Business  on  the  Paper 
without  debate, 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Two 

o'clock,  till  Friclay,  tho  13th  of 

April  next,  a  quarter  past 

Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  27th  March,  1888. 


The  House  met  at  T^o  of  the  clock. 

MIN  UTES.]— Select  Committees — Commons, 
appointed  And.  nominated  ;  House  of  Commons 
(Admission  of  Strangers),  nominated, 

Wats  and  'MBAVB-^eonsidered  in  Committee-^ 
Rewlution  [March  26]  reported. 

Public  "QiiAA^Ordered — Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue.* 

Ordered  —  First  Beading  —  Vacant  Grounds 
(Nuisances  Prevention)  •  [197] ;  Victoria 
University*  [198);  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
(Land  Commission)*  [199]. 

Second  Reading — Customs  (Isle  of  Man)  *  [195]. 

Committee — Report —  Th  ird  Reading — Metropoli- 
tan Board  of  Works  Commission*  [191], 
and  paeted. 

QUESTIONS. 


DUBLIN      METROPOLITAN     POLICE- 
THE  CLEANSING  COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  p.  Mcdonald  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Duhlin  Metropolitan  Police 
to  report  to  the  Chief  Commissioner  all 
oases  where  they  find  the  footways  (over 
which  the  Duhlin  Corporation  have  no 
oontrol  as  to  cleansing)  are  not  regu- 
larly cleansed  daily  hy  the  occupiers  or 
owners  in  the  City  and  Metropolitan 


District ;  whether  it  is  their  duty,  on 
finding  that  such  cleansing  is  not  done, 
to  summon  the  owners  or  occupiers; 
whether  he  is  aware  of  the  Besolutions 
of  the  Cleansing  Committee  on  the  7th 
January,  1885,  3rd  March,  1886,  25th 
January  and  23rd  Pebruary,  1888, 
calling  the  attention  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Police  to  the  condition  of  the 
footways  in  Dublin,  especially  those  in 
front  of  public  buildings;  and  that, 
notwithstanding  these  complaints,  no 
action  has  been  taken  by  the  police  in 
tho  matter;  and,  whether,  in  the  face 
of  these  repeated  complaints  of  the 
Cleansing  Committee  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Police,  he  will  take  steps  to 
secure  that  the  bye-laws  of  the  Public 
Health  (Ireland)  Act,  1878,  sections 
1  and  2,  shall  in  future  be  enforced  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Police  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTABY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  the 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  reported 
that  up  to  the  present  the  duty  of  en- 
forcing the  law  dealing  with  the  clean- 
sing of  footpaths  by  the  occupiers  of 
premises  had  been  undertaken  by  the 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police.  During 
the  half-year  ending  with  the  present 
month  824  persons  were  summoned  for 
neglect  in  this  matter,  while  about  three 
times  that  number  were  cautioned. 
Howeyer,  the  Commissioner  added, 
taking  everything  into  consideration, 
the  citizens  of  Dublin  fulfilled  their 
obligations  in  this  regard  reasonably 
well.  Probably  the  best  remedy  would 
be  for  the  Corporation  of  Dublin  them- 
selves to  undertake  the  cleansing  of  the 
footways ;  as  was  done  by  the  Corpora- 
tions of  Rathmines,  Pembroke,  and 
Blackrook  with  satisfactory  results. 

Mr.  p.  MCDONALD :  Can  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  say  whe- 
ther the  Corporations  of  cities  and  towns 
in  England  and  Scotland  undertake  the 
cleansing  of  footpaths  ? 

Colonel  KING-HARMAN:  I  do 
not  know. 

Mr.  p.  M'DONALD  :  I  can  inform 
him  they  do  not. 

POST  OFFICE  (SCOTLAND)— SHETLAND 
MAIL  SERVICE. 

Mb.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
he  can  state  what  improvements  he  pro- 


383 


Petl 


|00UUOM8| 


0/« 


poaea  to  make  in  the  Shetland  Mail 
Bervice,  in  respect  of  more  froqueot  and 
direct  communication  between  Lerwick 
and  Aberdeen,  as  waa  requeeted  in  a 
Memorial  recently  addreaaed  to  bim  by 
inhabitants  of  Shetland  ? 

The  postmaster  GENEEAL  (Mr, 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University)  :  I  am 
giving  careful  consideration  to  the 
Memorials  for  an  im])roTemont  of  the 
Postal  Service  betwoon  Aberdeen  and 
Lerwick,  and  I  am  in  communication 
with  the  Treasury  upon  the  subject.  I 
am  not  in  a  position  to  say  more  at  the 
present  time. 

CEIMINAL     iJiW     AND     PEOCEDUliE 

<IKELAND)   ACT,   1387  —  "  CHERTIINQ 

FOR  SIR.   BLUNT  AND   LADY  ANNE 

BLUNT  IN  COURT,  AT  ATHENRY." 

Mr.     EOWNTEEE     (Scarborougli) 

asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

Lieutenant   of    Ireland,  "Whether  it  is 

correct,  as  reported  in  the  public  prints, 

that,  at  a  Crimes  Court,  held  at  Atheury 

on  the  SOth  instant,  District  Inspector 

Hamilton  stated  in  his  evidence  that  be 

"  CoDBideriid   chceriDg   for   Sir.  Blunt  and 

Iddy  Aone  Blunt  wone  than  using  aticks  and 

and,  if  go,  whether  the  Government  in- 
tend to  take  any  action  in  the  mattet*? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harmah) 
(Kent,  lale  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Inspector  General  of  Con- 
stabulary reports  that  District  Inspector 
Hamilton,  in  replying  to  a  question  at 
the  trial,  stated  that  he  did  not  consider 
a  crowd  using  sticks  and  stones  worse 
than  cheering  for  Mr.  and  Lady  Anno 
Blunt ;  but  he  immediately  corrected 
this  statement  by  saying  what  he  in- 
tended to  convey  was — 

"That  the  conduct  of  a  crowd  with  sticki 
and  stones  waa,  in  his  opinion,  not  woraa  than 
tho  conduct  of  the  crowd  at  the  Railway 
Station." 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hen.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  la  there  any  way  in  which 
the  Government  can  manage  to  convey  ; 
to  these  magistrates  a  hint,  that  if  they  ' 
would  confino  themselves  to  the  proper 
discharge  of  their  duties,  and  not  make 
speeches,  the  interestof  justice  would  be 
better  served  F 

Colonel  KINQ-HAEMAN  :  I  think 
the  bon.  Qentleman  has  ai»t  :       '.  * 
Question.    It  refers  to  a  ] 
ilr.  ZyelS 


peotor,  and  not  to  a  magistrate;  and 
ho  evidence  was  given  by  the  Inspector 
a  a  Court  of  Law. 


Me.  W.  F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Aberoromby)  asked  tho  Tinder  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whothet 
ho  can  inform  the  House  when  the 
European  Powers  are  likely  to  accede  to 
,  the  desire  of  the  Egyptian  Government 
to  impose  the  Stamp  Duties  already 
borne  by  Natives,  on  foreigners  reeidiog 
in  Egypt,  in  accordance  with  the  Coo- 
TOntion  of  16S5;  and,  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
Return  showing  from  what  taxation 
foreigners  in  Egypt  are  exempt,  but  to 
which  the  Natives  are  aubjeot? 

The  UNDER  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  [Sir  James  Ferodssok)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  The  proposal  now  before 
tho  Powers  is  that  the  laws  for  the  im- 
position of  the  Stamp  Duties  and  Licence 
Tax  on  foreigners  should  be  settled 
between  the  Egyptian  Government  and 
the  Commissioners  of  the  Publin  Debt. 
Projects  of  such  laws  have  already  been 
carefully  prepared,  and  have  been  ap- 
proved by  Her  Majesty's  Governmant, 
whe  are  using  their  best  efforts  to  pro* 
cure  tho  assent  of  the  other  Powers  to 
their  promulgation.  We  have  not  the 
means  of  giving  tho  Return  asked  for; 
but  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  has  recently 
stated,  in  a  despatch  on  othor  matters, 
that  when  once  these  taxes  are  made 
general,  the  position  of  Europeans  will, 
so  far  as  taxation  is  concerned,  ba  aa< 
similntcd  in  all  important  respecta  to 
that  of  the  Natives. 

POST  OFFICE  —  CARRIAGE  ON  RAIL- 
WAY BORNE  PARCELS. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.1  (for 
Mr.  Mumdella)  (Sheffield,  Brightside) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If  ho 
can  state  the  amount  collected  on  rail- 
way borne  parcels  each  year  since  the 
ostablishmont  of  the  Parcel  Post,  and 
the  amount  paid  to  Railway  Companies 
:n  respect  of  the  carriage  of  such  par- 
cels ? 

•}  iPOSTMASTEB  QENEBAL  (Mr. 
}         ^'Oambrtdge  University)  in  reply, 


it  oould  bo  r^m  it  th« 
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meroue  to  be  given  in  answer  to  a  Ques- 
tion. 

POST   OFFICE    (TELEGRAPH   DEPART- 
MENT)—SAFETY  FKOJt  FIRE. 

Mb.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  ex- 
treme iQcoaTenioQCO  and  Ioeh  which 
lately  resulted  from  the  breakdown  of 
telegraphic  communication  in  New  York ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  nearly  TO  per 
cent  of  all  the  telegrams  of  the  United 
Kingdom  pass  through  St.  Martin's<le- 
Grand,  the  apparatus  bdug  all  under 
one  roof,  and  that  the  two  top  floors 
are  above  the  high  pressure  of  the  water 
mains;  whether  it  is  true  that  not  long 
since  the  whole  building  was  jeopardized 
by  a  fire  which  raged  in  Paternoster 
Bow;  whether  consideration  has  been 
given  to  the  great  risk  run  by  present 
arrangements;  and,  whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  duplicate  the  Department  on 
the  land  lately  acquired  in  Aldersgato 
Street? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Baikeb)  (Cambridge  University)  :  In 
reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say 
that  I  have  no  official  information  of  the 
inconvenience  and  loss  which  have  re- 
sulted from  the  breakdown  of  telegraphic 
communication  in  New  York  ;  but  I 
ouderatand  that  the  breakdown  was 
caused  by  a  snowstorm,  whiah  damaged 
the  wires.  About  50  per  cent  of  the 
telegrams  of  the  United  Kingdom  pass 
through  the  Central  Telegraph  Office  in 
St.  Martin' s-le- Grand.  Only  on  the  top 
floorof  that  building  are  the  fire  hydrants 
not  enpplied  from  the  street  main  s  ;  they 
are  supplied  from  tanks  on  the  roof 
containing  28,000  gallons  of  water, 
pumped  up  from  the  artesian  well  on  the 
premises.  It  is  not  true  that  the  building 
was  in  any  danger  from  a  fire  in  Pater- 
noster Row.  The  present  a: 
have  been  made  after  mature  considi 
tion,  and  there  is  no  intention  to  esiab- 
lish  a  duplicate  Central  Telegraph  Office. 
The  bnilding,  I  may  add,  is  fireproof 
throQghout. 

ARMT-THE  QUEEN'S  REGULATIONS— 
THE  HONOURABLE  ARTILLERY  COM - 
PANT. 

Kb.    OAUSTON     (Southwark,    W.) 

asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 

Whether  there  is  in  force   a    General 

YOL.  CCCXXIV.    Cthibd  amuEs.] 


Order  that  the  Queen's  Regulations  shall 
he  strictly  observed  en  all  occasions  by 
every  corps ;  and,  whether  the  Honour- 
able Artillery  Company  is  not  expressly 
named  in  those  Regulations  among  the 
regiments  and  corps  of  Her  Majesty's 
Service  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 
The  Queen's  Regulations  are  only  ap- 
plicable to  such  a  corps  as  the  Honour- 
able Artillery  Corps  when  subject  to 
ilitary  law  under  the  Army  Act.  The 
ly  reference  to  the  Honourable  Artil- 
lery Company  in  the  Queen's  Regula- 
tions is  in  Section  I ,  paragraph  3a,  which 
lays  down  that,  in  consideration  of  its 
antiquity,  the  Honourable  Artillery  Com- 
pany will  take  precedence  next  after  the 
Regular  Forces. 

NATIONAL  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)— 
PAYMENT  OF  RESULT  FEES. 

Mr.  P.  M'DONALD  (Sligo.  N.) 
asked  the  Parliamentary  Under  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
What  time  after  the  date  of  examination 
for  result  fees  in  Irish  National  Schools 
are  such  fees  paid  to  the  successful 
candidates ;  and,  whether  the  same 
ought  not  to  be  paid  within  one  month 
after  the  examination  ? 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Hakuan) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) :  The  Question 
has  been  put  down  at  such  a  short 
Notice  that  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  anawer 
it. 

CIVIL  SERVICE  WRITERS— PROMO- 
TION TO  THE  LOWER  DIVISION. 

Mr.  p.  M'DONALD  (Sljgo,  N.)  asked 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 
the  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  cases  of  meritoriooa  Civil  Service 
writers,  who  were  recommended  for 
promotion  to  the  Lower  Division  by  the 
responsible  Heads  of  their  Departments, 
examined  each  case  individually  ;  whe- 
ther a  Report  was  mode  thereon;  and, 
if  BO,  will  be  laid,  for  the  information  of 
Members  of  this  House,  upon  the  Table; 
whether  the  Treasury  intend  to  take 
any  further  steps  respecting  the  recom- 
mendations of  those  writera  who  were 
not  included  in  the  first  list  of  promo- 
tions ;  and,  will  they  soon  uotiiy  their 
decision  ? 

The  SECRETARY  (Mr.  Jaokbok) 
(Leeds,  N.) :  The  work  done  by  oopyiata 
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recommended  for  promotion  was    in-  the  Home  Department,  .Whether  his 

quired  into,  and   each  ease  was  con-  attention  has  been  called  to  the  caae  of 

sidered  by   the   Oommittee,  which  re-  Patrick  Sweeney,  who  was  charged  on 

portod  to  the  Treasury.     Tlio  Troasury  Thursday  last,    at  the  Thames   Police 

will  report  the  result  to  the  Royal  Com-  Court,  with  assaulting  Constable  Dales, 

mission  on  Civil  Establishments;    but  441   H,  whilst  in  the  execution  of  his 

I  do  not  propose  to  present  Papers  to  the  duty  ;  whether  Sweeney  appeared  in  the 

House.  dock    with    his     ''face    severely    cat, 

covered   with    blood,   and    very  mnch 

MERCHANT   SlIirriNG   ACTS-riLoT.  swollen;"  whether  the  constable    ad- 

APT?  riK'RTriTTP  vTPsj  uiitted  that  ho  struck  Sweeney  ;  whether 

AGE  CLRTiFlCArEfc..  ^^  .^  ^^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^  learned  magistrate 

Mr.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea)  discharged  the  prisoner,  and  said  that 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of  «<the  officer  used  more  force  than  was 
Trade,  Whether  the  question  that  a  necessary ;"  and,  whether  he  will  draw 
pilotage  certificate  only  shall  be  granted  the  attention  of  the  Public  Prosecutor  to 
to  a  British  subject,  as  proposed  to  be  the  case,  with  a  view  to  the  complaint 
enacted  by  **The  Merchant  Shipping  against  Constable  Dales  being  investi- 
Act  (1854)  Amendment  Bill,"  will  be  gated  in  open  Court? 
considered  by  the  Committee  which  was  The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
appointed  on  Monday  last  to  inquire  Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  :  I  am  in- 
into  the  subject  of  pilotage ;  and,  if  not,  formed  by  the  Chief  Commissioner  that 
whether  instructions  will  be  given  to  the  constable  found  Sweeney  kiddog  a 
the  Committee  to  do  so;  and,  what  woman,  who  was  lying  on  the  pavement 
course  the  Government  propose  to  adopt  The  constable  interfered,  and  was  there- 
with regard  to  those  certificates  at  pro-  upon  attacked  by  Sweeney  and  two 
sent  held  by  foreign  masters  or  mates,  women,  dragged  to  the  ground,  struck 
authorizing  them  to  pilot  their  own  and  kicked.  The  constable  stated  that 
ships,  under  the  provisions  of  **The  in  the  course  of  this  struggle  he  straok 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854?"  Sweeney.      Sweeney  appeared  in    the 

The  PRESIDENT  (Sir  Micijael  dock  with  a  swollen  lip  and  with  blood 
HiOKS-BEAcn)  (Bristol,  W.)  said,  ho  cer-  on  his  face,  which  had  apparently  come 
tainly  understood  that  this  subject  was  from  his  nose.  The  magistrate  die- 
included  in  the  reference  to  the  Pilotage  charged  the  prisoner,  making  the  obser- 
Committee.  In  regard  to  the  second  vation  quoted  in  the  Question.  The 
part  of  the  Question,  existing  certificates  matter  is  now  being  investigated  by  the 
would,  of  course,  hold  good,  pending  the  Chief  Constable  of  the  district.  I  have 
inquiry.  no  reason  at  present  for  considering  it  a 

case  for  the  Public  Prosecutor.  Sweeney 

THE  NEW  HEBRIDES- WITHDRAWAL  stated  that  he  was  goine  to  apply  for  a 

OF  TlIE  FRENCn  TROOPS  summons.      This    will   oe  the    proper 

Mr.  BEYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked  the  "gZt  ^  """"^  ""^  mvestigatioa  ia  open 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 

Affairs,  Whether  the  French  troops  have  BDRMAH— THE  EITBY  MINES, 

now  quitted   the  New  Hobridos,   pur-  ,.     tt  « TkTr.-1-rTy-.T  ^-r.     .     >      ^    \   - 

suant  to  the  arrangement  made  by  Her  ^r^''-  ^ANBUEY  (Preston)  asked  the 

Majesty  with  the   Government  of  the  ^i|^®'  Secretary  of  State    for    India, 

French  Eepublic?  mY'"®?^'''  }^^   revenues  paid  to  King 

Tub    UNDEE     SEOEETAEY    of  Theebaw  from  the  Burmah  Ruby  Mines 

STATE  (Sir  James  Feugusson)  (Man-  averaged  for  some  years  1,50,000  rupoM 

Chester,  N.E.) :  Yes,   Sir;  the  French  annually,  and  in  the  last  year  amounted 

detachments  were  withdrawn  on  the  15th  *?  *^«"»*  UO.OOO  rupees,  in  addition  to 

instant,  which  was  within  the  period  of  ^^l^"*  *•***  all  rubies  of  the  value  of 

the  eneaeement.  2,000  rupees  and  upwards  became  the 

°  property  of  the  King;  whether,  up  to 

IV"~*nber  last,  the  Indian  Ooveinmeat 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  (ASSAULTS  BY  ,^^^  ^rom    these  mines   onlf      ' 

CONSTABLES)-PATRI0K   SWEENEY.  ^^         ^p,             '-^  the  preoed- 

Mr.  PICKERSQILL  (Bethnal  Greei 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  fn 

Mr.  Jackson 
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Exchequer,  owing  to  the  fact  that  these  will  he  use  his  influence  with  this 
mines  are  practically  inexhaustible  for  a  official  of  the  Irish  Government  to  in- 
great  numoer  of  years ;  whether  euffi-  duce  him  to  stay  proceedings  until  the 
cient  precautions  are  taken  to  prevent  tenants  obtain  relief  from  the  Land 
smuggling ;  and  whether  it  is  the  fact  Oourt  ? 

that  large  numbers  of  rubies  are  known  The  PARLIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
to  be  disposed  of  to  merchants  and  SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Habman) 
others  without  any  royalty  having  been  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
paid  upon  them ;  and,  whether  the  dif-  said  :  I  am  informed  that  three  writs 
ference  to  the  Indian  Revenue  between  were  served  on  the  2nd  instant  on  lease- 
the  royalties  actually  received  and  the  hold  tenants  of  Mr.  Lane  Joynt  for  the 
terms  offered  by  Messrs.  Streeter  has  half -year's  rent  due  in  September  last, 
been  a  loss  of  about  30,000  rupees  per  These  tenants  were  among  eight  lease- 
month,  or  3,60,000  rupees  a-year?  hold  tenants  on  the  estate  who  have 
The  under  SECRETARY  of  applied  to  have  fair  rents  fixed.  They 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) :  have  since  settled. 
(1)  According  to  the  best  information 

possessed  by  the   Secretary  of    State,  CRIMINAL   LAW— HEALTH    OF   JOHN 

King  Theebaw's  revenue  from  the  Ruby  FROST   IN    GAOL  —  ALLEGED    NEG- 

Mines    did    not    average   so   much   as  lect. 

£150,000;    and  he    never  received  so  ,,       c1^rT^xTT^^r    •n-rrvmi-iXT    /m 

mudi  as  £190,000.     Stones  of  the  value  ,x^t .  ^F?^^  i^YF^^    ^7°''^l 

of  2,000  rupees  were  Eoyal  perquisites ;  ?,*°"^!'«'  ^°^^"^  ^^Si^  *^«,  Secretajy  of 

but  were  generally  secreted,  or  broken  State  for  the  Home  Department  Whe- 

«p  by  the  finders.     (2)  So  far  as  reports  t^®""  h'8  attention  has  been  called  to  the 

Lave  reached  the  Secretary  of  State.-  ?,f «  °/  •l^'^'l  ^">^\  ^»*«  °f  »'  Emmett 

Yes.     (8)  Cannot  be  answered  till  the  P*'"^.?'',^'?^"'   ^^"^  7*!  convicted  on 

Report  of  the  scientific  expert  sent  out  the  lJ4th  of  November  last,  for  receiving 

by  the  Secretary  of  State  has  been  ^'.°'t°  f?"*^^' ^"^  ^^° '^Jf,^  •"  r*^  ^*"'' 
received.  (4)  All  precautions  which  l'^^  °* /^.f  g»°l  ^'^  *^«  27th  of  Decem- 
are  practicable  are  taken;  but  some  ber  j  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  strong 
smuggling  undoubtedly  takes  place.  (6)  ^^i^""?  «f  »«*»  *M*  Mr.  Frost,  who  was 
The  diminution  of  revenue  referred  to  suffering  from  serious  illness  when  con- 
does  take  place  while  the  mines  are  ^»5'«<i'.  ^'^  "^o*  "^7^  proper  treatment 
unworked ;  but  as  the  rubies  are  still  ,^^'^«V°  K**'^'/"'^  *^**  u'\u^^''^^  ^?,? 
there  it  is  expected  to  be  recouped  in  ^^^^?}y  caused;  and,  whether  he  will 
years  to  come.  institute  a  searching  inquiry  into  all  the 

Mk.    HANBUEY  asked,   when  the  ^*?{!,°*q*^?4*^2,^ARY  ok  ^TATE  lUr 

Bcientific  expert  would  report  ?  „^=^  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 

SiK  JOHN  GORST  replied  that  he  Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  I  have 
beUeved  he  was  at  the  mines  now,  and  f  «i^  ^  '^P^F*  "^  ^^^  inquest  held  on  the 
his  Report  might  be  expected  very  soon ;  ^"^^  »/  J*"'!.  "T'  ^^^  allegation  re- 
but he  could  not  fix  a  date.  f?"®^  '«  ^y  *^«  ^°''-  ^^^\^^  ^^s  before 

the  jury,  and  was  careiuliy  considered 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— TENANTS  ^7  them.     Their  verdict  was  that  the 

OF  MR  W   L   JOYNT  ^^^  received  proper  medical  care  and 

Mb.  W.  ABRAHAM  (Limerick,  W.)  attention  while  in  the  prison.    I  have 

asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  ^^^'""^^  \^!u^"T  ^^^^'^'O'^^^^  *»  ^^^ 

Lieutenant    of   Ireland,   Whether    the  T'Z  T^i''!u  *^'®  'f  *°^  '^"'"^  *? 

leasehold  tenants  on  the  County  Lime-  '^^l'^*  that  the  jury  formed  a  correct 

rick  estate  of  Mr.  William  Lane  Joynt,  ?P'°'0°-    .Forfeiture  of  money  now  no 

Crown  and    Treasury    Solicitor,    have  l^'^pj;  ^'^'t*"'  ?'"i'.  therefore,  the  £  15 

wsrved  notices  for   the  fixing   of   fair  that  Frost  had  in  his  possession  will  be 

tenU,  and,  pending  the  hearing  of  their  ^*'"1«<^  o^®""  *°  ^'«  ^^'"^'y- 

caaes,  have  offered  to  pay  three-fourths  „ ^„    „ 

«l  the  rent  due  on  the  29th  of  Septem-  ^APE  OF  GOOD  HOPE-THE 

Ver.  last,  but  are  being   served  with  QOVEENORSHIP. 

-finta  tot  the  full  amount;  and,  as  there  Mk.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex,  Saffron 

ability  of  the  cases  of  these  Walden)   (for  Mr.  Muneo  -  Ferguson) 

decided  for  some  months,  (Leith,  &c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
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of  State  for  tho  Colonies,  Whether,  on 
the  next  appointment  to  the  Governor- 
ship of  tho  Capo  of  Good  TTopo,  it  is 
proposed  to  combine  tliat  office,  as  at 
present,  with  the  Iligli  Commissioner- 
ship  of  South  Africa  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Henry  de  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxtoth) :  In  reply  to 
the  hoD.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that 
this  Question  has  received  careful  con- 
sideration, and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  as  at  present  advised,  do 
not  propose  to  make  any  alteration  in 
the  existing  arrangements.  I  may  add 
that  the  relations  between  tho  Cape 
Ministers  and  the  High  Commissioner 
are  on  a  very  satisfactory  footing ;  and 
it  would  be  undesirable  to  check  that 
cordial  co-operation,  which  has  been  of 
benefit  to  British  and  Native  interests 
throughout  South  Africa. 

IRISH  LAND   COMMISSION— JUDICIAL 
RENTS-RETURNS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- 1 
cliffe)  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for  , 
Ireland,  Why  the  Returns  of  Judicial  j 
Rents  for    November    and  December, 
1887,  having  been  laid  upon  the  Table 
on  the  22nd  of  February,  have  not  yet 
been   distributed,  and  with   whom  the 
responsibility  for  tho  delay  rests  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University),  in  reply,  said,  the  Question 
of  the  hon.  Member  only  appeared  on 
the  Paper  that  morning;  but  he  had 
ascertained  that  the  Returns  were  duly 
presented  and  laid  on  the  Table  at  the 
proper  time.  Some  delay  must  neces- 
sarily occur  before  these  Returns  were 
printed. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  asked  if,  on  pre- 
Tious  occasions,  these  Returns  had  not 
always  been  printed  within  10  days  after 
being  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  madden  said,  he  was  unable 
to  answer  the  Question  without  Notice. 

POST  OFFICE  —  EMBOSSED  STAMPED 
ENVELOPES  FOR  INDIA  AND  AUS- 
TRALIA. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If 
he  can  state  why  there  are  not  embossed 
stamped  envelopes  for  bd.  and  6^.  re- 
spectively for  India  and  Australia  for 
sale  here  as  there  are    \d.  embossed 
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envelopes;  and,  is  he  aware  that  ia 
India  the  5d,  embossed  envelope  is  pro- 
curable, and  has  been  for  the  past  25 
years  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL(Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University)  :  It  has 
been  thought  that  the  general  demand 
for  such  envelopes  is  not  sufficient  to 
justify  the  expense  of  supplying  them. 
If  they  were  introduced  it  would  bo 
impossible  to  limit  their  supply  to 
certain  towns;  and  there  are  valid 
objections  to  increasing  unnecessarily 
!  tho  various  denominations  of  stamps, 
I  and  thereby  tho  pecuniary  responsibility 
of  Postmasters.  But  if  a  request  for 
such  envelopes  were  made  by  a  re- 
sponsible body  representing  the  Chinese 
and  Australian  trade  I  should  be  williog 
to  consider  it. 


POST  OFFICE— MALTA  AND  GIBBALTAR 
—SMALL  HEMITTANCES. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Oanter- 
bury)  asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Is 
it  true  that  the  cost  of  sendins;  small 
sums  of  money  to  Malta  and  GHibraltar, 
to  which  emigrants  do  not  go»  ranges 
from  id,  for  It.  6d,  to  l^d,  for  20«. ;  yet 
these  sums  cannot  be  sent  through  the 
post  to  Canada,  or  any  other  place  where 
the  emigrants  do  go,  for  less  than  6d, ; 
and,  has  he  under  his  consideration  any 
alteration  of  this  system  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr, 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University):  Tho 
case  is  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member, 
and  the  explanation  is  simple.  To 
Malta  and  Gibraltar  postal  orders  are 
available  on  the  same  terms  as  within 
the  United  Kingdom  itself.  Indeed, 
until  recently  the  Post  Offices  in  those 
two  Dependencies  were  under  the  direct 
control  of  the  Imperial  Post  Office,  and 
practically  enjoyed  all  the  advantages  of 
the  Imperial  Postal  System.  Canada, 
on  tho  other  hand,  although  invited  to 
participate  in  the  postal  order  system  to 
the  same  extent  as  it  has  been  adopted 
in  India  and  some  of  the  Colonies,  has 
not  hitherto  shown  any  disposition  to  do 
so.  Consequently,  the  money  order 
system  alone  is  open  to  the  public  for 
the  remittance  of  small  sums  of  money, 
for  which  the  lowest  charge  is  6d,  for 
any  sum  not  exceeding  £2.  I  shall  be 
happy  to  communicate  again  with  the 
Cam    An  Post  Office  on  £e  subjeet. 
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CUSTOMS    DEPARTMENT— EXAMINA- 
TION FOR  OUTDOOR  OFFICERS. 

Mr.  H.  CAMPBELL  (Fermanagh, 
S.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether,  as  no  notice  of  the 
suspension  of  the  examination  for  out- 
door officers  in  the  Customs  Department 
was  g^ven,  he  can  now  state  the  pro- 
bable date  of  the  next  examination  ;  and, 
whether  the  age  of  candidates  now  within 
the  limits  will  be  extended,  in  order 
that  it  may  be  competent  for  them  to 
come  up  for  examination,  as  in  the  case 
of  tbe  candidates  for  engineer  student- 
ships ? 

The  SEOEETAEY  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said  :  I  can  give  no  date  when 
the  next  examination  of  this  class  is 
likely  to  be  held,  as  there  are  now  more 
outdoor  officers  in  the  Service  than  will 
hereafter  be  required,  besides  which 
there  are  some  candidates  already  quali- 
fied for  the  post.  It  is  not  intended  to 
extend  the  limits  of  age  qualifying  for 
the  examination. 

IRISH    LAND    COMMISSIONERS -SIT- 
TINGS IN  FERMANAGH. 

Mb.  H.  CAMPBELL  (Fermanagh, 
8.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is  the 
fact  that  there  has  been  no  sitting  of 
the  Land  Commissioners  in  Lisnaskea, 
County  Fermanagh,  since  April,  1887, 
and  that  a  large  number  of  originating 
notices  have  been  recently  served  in  the 
District ;  and,  when  it  is  proposed  that 
the  Sub-Commissioners  will  sit  in 
liisnaskea? 

The  PAELIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KiNG-HARMi.N) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied)  said : 
Sir,  as  the  Question  appeared  without 
Buffi.cient  Notice  I  have  been  unable  to 
get  the' information  necessary  to  answer 
it. 

Mb.  H.  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  shall  repeat  the  Question 
after  the  Recess. 
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any,  and,  if  bo,  what,  steps  to  carry  out 
the  recommendations  of  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Irish  Public  Works,  in 
reference  to  railway  communication  in 
the  County  of  Donegal  with  the  towns 
of  Donegal  and  Killybegs  ? 

TnE  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Government  intend  to  deal 
with  the  consideration  of  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  in  detail.  The 
first  portion  of  the  Report  relates  to  the 
important  subject  of  arterial  drainage, 
in  connection  with  which  a  Bill  is  now 
in  an  advanced  stage  of  preparation. 
They  are  not  at  present  in  a  position  to 
state  when  they  will  be  able  to  consider 
the  recommendation  in  the  particular 
case  alluded  to  in  the  Question,  which 
belongs  to  a  later  period  of  their  Re- 
port. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— SALE  OF  A 
BOYCOTTED  FARM. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  following  account  of  a  case  men- 
tioned in  the  last  Report  of  the  Irish 
Land  Commissioners  as  having  occurred 
in  the  County  of  Louth : — 

"A  purchaser  and  mortgagor  who  owed  12 
half-yearly  instalments  was  evicted  from  his 
farm  after  all  attempts  at  compromise  had 
failed.  The  farm  was  then  set  up  for  sale  by 
us,  and  we  were  obliged  to  buy  it  in  as  the  sale 
was  Boycotted;'* 

whether  this  farm  still  remains  in  the 
hands  of  the  Commissioners;  if  not, 
when  it  was  sold,  and  how  much  of  the 
price  was  absorbed  in  costs,  expenses, 
aud  payment  of  caretakers  ;  and,  in  how 
many  instances  the  Commissioners  have 
been  able  to  efiPect  sales  of  a  purchaser's 
interest  against  his  will  since  their 
Report  f 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  Land  Commissioners  inform 
me  that  directions  were  given  in 
I  October  last  to  the  Solicitor  of  the  Com- 
mission to  proceed  and  attempt  to  sell 
the  farm  in  question.  Some  private 
negotiations  took  place,  but  did  not  lead 
to  any  result.  The  lands  have  been 
advertised  for  sale  by  auction,  and  will 


Mk.  CLANCY  (DubUn  Co.,  N.)  (for 
Mr.  MaoNbiix)  (Donegal,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  take  I  be  set  up  for  sale  in  Drogheda  on  the 
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3  let  instant.  With  regard  to  the  last 
paragraph,  the  CommiBsioiters  have 
given  me  no  ioformatiou,  and  I  cannot 
answer  it  at  present. 

Mb.  JOHN  MORLEY:  Am  I  to 
understand,  then,  that  the  farm  in  ques- 
tion  is  still  in  the  hands  of  the  Land 
Commissioners  7 

Colonel  KING-HABMAN  :  Tee, 
Sir.  The  sale  is  announced  to  take 
place  on  the  31st. 

rOST  OFFICE  (CENTRAL  TELEQBAPH 
OFFICE)-SICK  PAY. 

Mr.  CAEEW  (Kildaro,  N.)  asked 
the  Post  master  General,  Whether 
clerksemplojcdattheCentral  Telegraph 
OlEce,  when  absent  from  duty  owing  to 
illness  for  more  than  one  day,  are  re- 
quired to  furnish  a  medical  certihcate  ; 
whether  the  chief  medical  officer  and 
his  assistants  often  grant  leave  of  ah- 
sence  for  this  cause;  and,  whether,  in 
all  cases  of  illness  proved  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  chief  medical  officer,  he 
will  grant  full  pay,  as  is  given  to  other 
Civil  servants  of  equal  status? 

TiiePOSTMASTEK  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  "University) :  It  is 
the  case,  as  implied  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member,  that  the  telegraphists 
at  the  Central  Station,  whoa  absent  ill 
for  more  than  one  day,  have  to  furnish 
a  medical  certificate,  and  that  such  ct'r- 
tificate  is  not  unfrequently  given  by  the 
medical  officer.  But  it  is  not  the  case 
that  in  the  matter  of  pay  during  illness 
the  telegraphists  are  subject  to  different 
Regulations  from  other  Post  Office  ser- 
vants of  corresponding  rank. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  ACT 
-ASSENT  OF  TltUSTEES. 

Mb.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther, in  the  case  of  tho  death  of  one  or 
more  of  the  Trustees,  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
linid  insists  that  tho  probate  or  burial 
corti6cato  of  tlie  deceased  Trustee  must 
accompany  assent  to  the  Conversion 
Scheme ;  if  so,  whether,  with  a  view  to 
facilitate  conversion,  ho  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  allowing  the  assent 
of  surviving  Trustees  to  be  accepted, 
leaving  proof  of  the  deceased  Trustee  to 
remain  for  future  action  ? 

TuE  CHANCELLOEoFTns  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  have  made  in- 
quiries at  tho  Bank  of  England,  and  I 
Colonel  King-Rarman 


was  given  to  understand  that  the  antbo- 
ritiea  will  not  insist  upon  the  probate  ot 
burial  certificate  of  the  deceased  Trus- 
tee accompanying  the  consent  to  the 
Conversion  Scheme.  On  the  oontrarj, 
it  has  been  agreed  to  facilitate  arrange- 
ments by  allowing  theaurvivingTriutee 
to  assent. 

LOCAL  QOVERSMBNT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)  BILL-TEE  LONDON 

COUNTY  COUNCIL. 

Mb.  FIBTH  (Dundee)  aaked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Qovemment 
Board,  Whether  he  is  able  now  to  atate 
in  what  manner  the  Local  Government 
Board  propose  to  deal  with  the  electoral 
representation  atthe  new  London  County 
Council  of  the  present  area  of  the  City 
of  London ;  and,  whether  they  propose 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  exception 
mode  in  section  52,  sub-section  5  (b),  to 
the  Local  Government  (England  and 
Wales)  Bill,  and  give  to  Uie  City  area  a 
larger  proportion  of  representation  than 
its  population  justifies;  and,  if  so,  in 
what  manner,  and  to  what  extent? 

The  president  (Mr.  ErroHn) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  :  I  think 
I  must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  allow 
me  to  reserve  any  statement  ae  to  the 
representation  of  particular  areas  until 
we  come  to  tho  clauses  of  the  Bill  deal- 
ing with  that  matter. 

COAL  AND  WIKE  DUES-RENEWAL. 

Mb.  BAUMANN  (Camberwell,  Peok- 
ham)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  he  will  communicate  to 
the  House  what  course  Her  Majea^'a 
Government  intend  to  pursue  with  re- 
gard to  the  renewal  of  the  Coal  and 
Wine  Dues  ? 

Tub  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smitu)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The  Go- 
vernment have  not  felt  themselves  at 
liberty  to  depart  from  the  position  they 
have  taken  up  on  this  question.  Thej 
are  unable  to  give  iheir  support  to  the 
Bill  suggested  by  the  existing  authority, 
and  will  leave  it  to  the  House  at  large 
to  determine  whether  or  not  it  is  ezpe- 
dieut  that  the  Coal  and  Wine  Dues 
should  be  renewed. 

Me.  WEBSTEE  (St.  Pancros,  E.) 
asked,  whether  the  Government  would 
be  prepared  to  give  any  facilities  for 
disci  ising  the  question  of  the  Coal  and 
W  irmcli  *      ■  sut^ect  of  the 
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Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  I  hi 
Notice  of  the  Question,  and  my 
must  be  of  the  same  character  as  that 
which  I  have  just  given.  I  cannot 
undertake  to  give  facilities  for  a  measure 
of  this  kind,  for  which  the  Qovemmeut 
are  not  lesponsible. 

MARKET  EIGHTS  AND  T0LL3-THE 
HOYAL  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked,  Whether  any  steps  bad  been  taken 
to  fill  the  vacaDcy  on  tho  Boyal  Com- 
miaaion  on  Market  Bights  and  Tolls 
caused  bj  the  resignation  of  the  bon. 
Member  for  Londonderry? 

The  president  op  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOAED(Mr.EiTCinE) 
{Tower  Hamleta,  St.  George's),  in  reply, 
Baid,  he  Loped  that  the  vacancy  might 
be  filled  up  in  a  few  days. 

PARLIAMENTARY      ELECTIONS      (RE. 

TDENINQ      OFFICERS'       EXPENSES) 

(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  E8SLEM0NT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
said,  be  wished  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  a  Question  of  whicb  ho 
had  given  him  private  Notice.  It  was 
in  reference  to  the  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions (Returning  Officers'  Expenses) 
(Scotland)  Bill.  The  second  reading  of 
that  Bill  had  been  objected  to  from  tho 
other  side  of  the  House.  He  had  com- 
municated to  tho  right  hou.  Gentleman 
the  desire  of  Scotch  Members  that  a 
second  reading  should  be  given  to  tho 
measure;  and  be  begged  to  ask  him 
whether  he  would  be  assisted  in  any 
way  by  the  Government  in  getting  the 
Bill  put  down  at  some  future  time  in 
order  that  it  might  in  the  meantime  bo 
withdrawn  ? 

Th8  first  lord  (Mr.  W.  H. 
SuiTH)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
bon.  Gentleman  had  been  good  enough 
to  Bend  me  a  letter  on  the  subject 
signed  by  several  Scotch  Members,  to 
whose  wishes  I  should  be  glad,  if  it 
were  possible,  to  give  effect.  But  tho 
hon.  Gentleman  must  bo  aware  that 
there  are  many  other  hon.  Gentlemen 
in  the  position  be  occupies — who  have 
Bills  in  which  they  take  great  interest, 
and  which  are  also  interesting  to  other 
If  embers  with  whom  they  are  associated. 
I  greatly  fear  that  if  the  Government 
^^^K^^imike  aa  exception  in  favour  of 


exceptions  for  other  Bills,  for  which  it 
would  be  utterly  impossible  for  me  to 
afford  facilities.  Under  all  the  circum- 
stances, I  am  sure  that  at  this  very 
early  period  of  the  Session  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  have  abundant  opportunities 
of  bringing  forward  his  measure;  and, 
in  any  case,  should  he  not  succeed  in 
bringing  it  on,  the  object  be  has  in 
view  is  covered  entirely  by  a  Bill  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Ohilders)  hns  charge. 

INLAND  REVENUE  (IRELAND)— CUS- 
TOMS FRAUDS  AT  BELFAST. 

Mr.  H,  CAMPBELL  (Fermanagh,  8.) 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
tho  Exchequer  a  Question  of  wbicb  he 
had  given  him  private  Notice — What 
was  the  nature  and  extent  of  certain 
frauds  which  had  occurred  in  a  Customs 
bonded  warehouse  recently  in  Belfast ; 
what  number  of  casks  of  bonded  spirits 
was  removed  without  payment  of  duty  j 
how  many  caskawere  found  in  the  ware- 
house of  which  no  account  had  been 
taken  in  the  Departmental  books  ;  what 
number  of  casks  were  found  to  contain 
water  only ;  and,  whetber  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  take  steps  to  prevent 
these  occurrences  in  Belfast  bonded 
warehouses  in  future  ? 

The  SECEETAIiT  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said :  On  recently  taking  stock  at 
one  of  the  Customs  bonded  warehouses 
in  Belfast  it  was  found  that  certain  casks 
of  spirits  containing  together  upwards 
of  2,000  gallons  proof,  and  a  cask  of 
wino  containing  58  liquid  gallons, 
had  been  delivered  without  payment  of 
duty  by  moans  of  fraudulent  alterations 
in  the  delivery  orders.  These  frauds 
woio  the  work  of  a  defaulting  servant 
of  tho  proprietors  of  the  warehouse  ; 
and  the  duty  on  tho  wino  and  spirits 
thus  improperly  removed  from  the 
bunded  warehouse  had  since  been  re- 
covered. Seven  casks  of  spirits,  of 
which  no  account  existed  in  tlio  official 
books,  as  well  as  five  casks  of  water, 
wore  also  found  in  the  warehouso. 
There  is,  besides,  acme  evidence  of  mal- 
practices in  regard  to  eight  other  casks, 
as  to  which  further  inquiries  are  being 
prosecuted.  The  Board  of  Customs  are 
taking  steps  with  the  view  of  pre- 
venting the  recurrence  of  these  prac- 
tices. 
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Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  road  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

FACTORY  AND  WORKSHOPS  ACT  (1878) 

AMENDMENT  BILL.-[Bill  15 i.] 

(Sii'  George  7Wvelt/att,  Mr,  Cawpbell-Baimertnan, 

Dr,  (-a/ne^'OHy  Mr.  Baird.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Eeading  read. 

Sir  GEORGE  TREVELYAN  (Glas- 
gow, Bridgoton)  hoped  the  House  would 
agree  to  road  the  Bill  a  second  time.  It 
was  in  effect  to  appoint  a  common  holi- 
day for  Glasgow.  He  believed  that  one 
or  two  hon.  Members  wished  to  make 
some  alterations  in  the  Bill  in  regard  to 
the  rest  of  Scotland,  and  he  would  be 
glad  to  consider  those  alterations  in 
Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '^  That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," 
—  {Sir  George  Trevelyan^)  —  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Tuesdag  10th  April. 

MOTIONS. 
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METROPOLITAN     COMMONS   (FARNBOROUGH) 
PROVISIONAL   ORDER   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stuart -Wortley,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Scheme  under  '*  Tho  Metropolitan 
Commons  Act,  1866,"  and  ^'The  Metropolitan 
Commons  Amendment  Act,  18G9,"  relating  to 
Farnborough  Common,  Broadstrcet  Green, 
Leach's  Green,  and  Green  Street  (Jreen, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  ^Ir.  Stuart-Wortlcy 
and  Mr.  Secretary  Matthews. 
Dillpreaenfcdj  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  192.] 

METROPOLITAN      COMMONS       (CHISLEHURST 

AND  ST.  Paul's  gray)  provisional 

ORDER  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley,  Bill  to 
cenfirm  a  Scheme  under  '*  The  Metropolitan 
Commons  Act,  18G0,"  and  **  The  Metropolitan 
Commons  Amendment  Act,  18G9,"  relating  to 
Chislehurst  and  St.  Paul's  Cray  Commons, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Stuart-Wort- 
ley and  Mr.  Secretary  ]Matthew8. 
BiUpresentedf  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  193.] 

METROPOLIS     (wniTECHAPEL     AND     LIME- 
IIOUSB)   PROVISIONAL    ORDER  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Stuart-Wortley,  Bill  to 
confirm  a  Provisional  Order  made  by  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries  of  State  for 
modifying  tho  Metropolis  (Whitechapel  and 
Limehouse)  Improvement  Scheme,  IS7 6,  ordered 

Mr,  Matthem 


to   be   brought   in   by   Mr.    Stuart-Wortley 
and  Mr.  Secretary  MatUiews. 
BiWprneniedffuxd  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  194.] 

FILOTAQE. 

Ordered^  That  the  Committee  on  Pilotage  do 
consist  of  Nineteen  Members. 

Tho  Committee  was  accordingly  nominMted 
of, — ISIr.  Adand,  Mr.  H.  T.  Anstruther,  ^Fr. 
Cussham,  Mr.  C'raig,  Air.  Penrose  Fitzgerald. 
Sir  John  Gorst,  Mr.  Gourley,  I*ord  Claud 
Hamilton,  Mr.  King,  Mr.  Llewellyn,  Admiral 
^layne,  Mr.  Joseph  Nolan,  Sir  William  Pearco, 
Sir  John  Pulcston,  Air.  James  Stevenson,  Mr. 
Taylor,  Mr.  Bazloy  White,  and  Mr.  Charles 
Wilson : — Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers, 
and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. 

PRIVATE  BILL  LEGISLATION. 

Select  Committee  to  join  with  a  Committee 
of  tho  Lords,  on  Private  Bill  Legislation,  immi- 
nated  of, — Mr.  Raikes,  Sir  John  Mowbray,  Sir 
Joseph  Pease,  Mr.  John  Morley,  Mr.  Craig 
Sellar,  and  Mr.  T.  M.  Hoaly. 

REVENUE  DEPARTMENTS  ESTIMATE. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  the 
Revenue  Departments  Estimate  do  consist  of 
Seventeen  Members, 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated  ot, 
— Mr.  Arthur  Acland,  Mr.  Baumann^  Mr. 
Preston  Bruce,  Mr.  Brunner,  Mr.  Richard 
Chamberlain,  Mr.  Dixon-Hartland,  Mr.  John 
Ellis,  Mr.  Hankey,  Mr.  Henniker  Heaton, 
^Ir.  Hcncage,  Mr.  Jackson,  Mr.  Kilbride,  Mr. 
Mowbray,  Mr.  J.  F.  X.  O'Brien,  Mr.  David 
Plunket,  Mr.  Raikes,  and  Mr.  Stansfeld  :— 
Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  be  the  quorum. 

ESTIMATES   PROCEDURE   (OBANTS  OF 
SUPPLY.) 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Esti« 
mates  Procedure  (Grants  of  Supply)  do  eonsiit 
of  Seventeen  Members. 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominattd  of, 
— Mr.  Buchanan,  Mr.  Joseph  Clmmberlaic,  Lord 
Randolph  Churchill,  Viscount  Curzon,  Mr. 
Harry  Davenport,  ]Mr.  Henry  H.  Fowler,  Mr, 
Goschen,  Lord  Hartington,  Mr.  Staveley  Hill, 
Mr.  Howell,  ^Ir.  Jackson,  Mr.  ^Vrthur  O'Connor, 
Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Mr.  John  Dillon,  Sir 
Matthew  White  Ridley,  Mr.  Salt,  and  Mr. 
Whitbread :  —  Power  to  send  for  persons, 
papers,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Five  bo  the  quorum. 

CUSTOMS,  ISLE  OF  MAN  BILL. 

Resolution  [March  23]  reported,  and  agreed  U. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Court- 
ney, Mr.  Jackson,  and  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer. 
BiMpreiented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  195.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  qoarter 
alter  Twelve  o  olool;* 
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HOUSE    OF     LORDS, 

Tuesday,  27th  March,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— i^/r*^  Reading- 
Army  (Annual)  •  (55)  ;  East  Itidia  (Purchase 
and  Construction  of  Railways)  •  (56) ;  West- 
minster Abbey  •  (57). 

Royal  Assent  —  Consolidated  Fund  (No.  1) 
fol  Vict,  c.  1];  National  Debt  (Conversion) 
[51  Vict,  c.  2] ;  Statute  Law  Revision 
[61  Viet,Q.Z]. 

Their  Lordships  met ; — and  having 
gone  through  the  Business  on  the  Paper 
without  debate. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Two 

o'clock,  till  Friday,  the  13th  of 

April  next,  a  quarter  past 

Four  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  21th  March,  1888. 


The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

MIN UTES.]— Select  Committees — Commons, 
appointed  dLndi  nominated  ;  House  of  Commons 
(Admission  of  Strangers),  nominated. 

Ways  and  Means— cwwirf^r^rf  in  Committee — 
Resolution  [March  26]  reported. 

Public  Billu— Ordered — Customs  and  Inland 
Revenue.* 

Ordered  —  First  Heading  —  Vacant  Grounds 
(Nuisances  Prevention)  •  [197] ;  Victoria 
University*  [198];  Land  Law  (Ireland) 
(Land  Commission)*  [199]. 

Second  Reading — Customs  (Isle  of  Man)  *  [195]. 

Committee — Report — Third  Reading — Metropoli- 
tan Board  of  Works  Commission  •  [191], 
and  passed, 

Q  UE8TI0N8. 


DUBLIN      METROPOLITAN     POLICE- 
THE  CLEANSING  COMMITTEE. 

Mb.  p.  Mcdonald  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
duty  of  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police 
to  report  to  the  Chief  Commissioner  all 
oases  where  they  find  the  footways  (over 
which  the  Dublin  Corporation  have  no 
oontrol  as  to  cleansing)  are  not  regu- 
larly cleansed  daily  by  the  occupiers  or 
owners  in  the  City  and  Metropolitan 


District ;  whether  it  is  their  duty,  on 
finding  that  such  cleansing  is  not  done, 
to  summon  the  owners  or  occupiers; 
whether  he  is  aware  of  the  Besolutions 
of  the  Cleansing  Committee  on  the  7th 
January,  1885,  3rd  March,  1886,  25th 
January  and  23rd  "February,  1888, 
calling  the  attention  of  the  Commis- 
sionera  of  Police  to  the  condition  of  the 
footways  in  Dublin,  especially  those  in 
front  of  public  buildings;  and  that, 
notwithstanding  these  complaints,  no 
action  has  been  taken  by  the  police  in 
the  matter;  and,  whether,  in  the  face 
of  these  repeated  complaints  of  the 
Cleansing  Committee  to  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Police,  he  will  take  steps  to 
secure  that  the  bye-laws  of  the  Public 
Health  (Ireland)  Act,  1878,  sections 
1  and  2,  shall  in  future  be  enforced  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Police  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said,  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  the 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  reported 
that  up  to  the  present  the  duty  of  en- 
forcing the  law  dealing  with  the  clean- 
sing of  footpaths  by  the  occupiers  of 
premises  had  been  undertaken  by  the 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police.  During 
the  half-year  ending  with  the  present 
month  824  persons  were  summoned  for 
neglect  in  this  matter,  while  about  three 
times  that  number  were  cautioned. 
However,  the  Commissioner  added, 
taking  everything  into  consideration, 
the  citizens  of  Dublin  fulfilled  their 
obligations  in  this  regard  reasonably 
well.  Probably  the  best  remedy  would 
be  for  the  Corporation  of  Dublin  them- 
selves to  undertake  the  cleansing  of  the 
footways ;  as  was  done  by  the  Corpora- 
tions of  Rathmines,  Pembroke,  and 
Blackrook  with  satisfactory  results. 

Mr.  p.  Mcdonald  :  Can  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  say  whe- 
ther the  Corporations  of  cities  and  towns 
in  England  and  Scotland  undertake  the 
cleansing  of  footpaths  ? 

Colonel  KINQ-HARMAN:  I  do 
not  know. 

Mr.  p.  M'DONALD  :  I  can  inform 
him  they  do  not. 

POST  OFFICE  (SCOTLAND)— SHETLAND 
MAIL  SERVICE. 

Mb.  LYELL  (Orkney  and  Shetland) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether 
he  can  state  what  improvements  be  pro- 
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posea  to  make  in  the  Shetland  ileal 
oorvice,  in  respect  of  more  frequent  and 
direct  communication  between  Lerwick 
and  Aberdeen,  as  was  requested  in  a 
Memorial  receatly  addressed  to  him  by 
inhabitants  of  Shetland  ? 

TiiEr08TMASTERGENEEAL(Mr, 
Eaikes)  (Cambridgo  University) :  I  am 
giving  careful  consideration  to  the 
Memoriala  for  an  improvement  of  the 
Postal  Service  between  Aberdeen  and 
Lerwick,  and  I  am  ia  communication 
with  the  Treasury  upon  the  subject.  I 
am  not  in  a  position  to  say  moro  at  the 
present  time. 

CRIMINAL     LAW     AND     PEOCRDDKE 

(IRELAND)   ACT,   1887  —  "  CHKKItING 

FOR   MR.   BLUNT   AND   LADY  ANNE 

IlLUNTIN  COURT,  AT  ATHENUY." 

Mb.     EOWNTEEE     (Scarborough) 

aeked  the  Ohiof  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

Lieutenant   of    Ireland,   Whether  it  is 

correct,  as  reported  in  the  publio  prints, 

that,  at  a  Crimes  Court,  heldat  Atheury 

on  the  20th  instant.  District  Inspector 

Hamilton  stated  in  his  evidence  that  he 

"  Coneidered  clioering    for   Mr.  Blunt  anil 

l&dy  Anna  Blunt  worse  tlian  using  Bticke  and 

and,  if  so,  whether  the  Government  in- 
tend to  take  any  action  in  the  matter? 

The  PARLIAMENTAEY  UNDER 
8ECEETAEY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  lale  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  Inspector  General  of  Con- 
stabulary reports  that  District  luspectcr 
Hamilton,  in  replying  to  a  questiou  at 
the  trial,  stated  that  he  did  not  consider 
a  crowd  ueing  sticks  and  stones  worse 
than  cheering  for  Mr,  and  Lady  Anne 
Bluut ;  but  he  immediately  corrected 
this  statement  by  saying  what  ho  in- 
tended to  convey  was — 

"That  the  conduct  of  ft  crowd  with  sticlcB 
and  Btonea  wag,  in  his  opinion,  not  worse  than 
tho  conduct  o[  the  crowd  at  tlie  Railway 
(station." 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
May  I  ask  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  Is  there  any  way  in  which 
the  Oovernment  can  manage  to  convey 
to  these  magistrates  a  hint,  that  if  they 
would  confine  themselves  to  the  proper 
discharge  of  their  duties,  and  not  make  , 
speeches,  the  interest  of  justice  would  bo 
better  served  ? 

CoLOHKL  KING-HAEMAN :  I  think 
tho  hon.  Gentleman  has  not  read  the 
Question.  It  refeiB  to  a  District  In- 
ilr.  LycU 


spcotor,  and  not  to  a  magistrate;  and 
the  evidence  was  given  by  the  Inspector 
in  a  Court  of  Law. 


Mr.  W.F.  LAWRENCE  (Liverpool, 
Abarcromby)  asked  tho  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whether 
he  can  inform  tho  House  when  the 
European  Powers  are  likely  to  accede  to 
the  desire  of  the  Egyptian  Government 
to  impose  the  Stamp  Duties  already 
borne  by  Natives,  on  foreigners  residing 
in  Egypt,  in  accordance  with  the  Con- 
vention of  1835;  and,  whether  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a 
Return  showing  from  what  taxation 
foreigners  in  Egypt  aro  exempt,  but  to 
which  the  Natives  are  subject? 

The  UNDEE  SEOEETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Ferousson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.):  The  proposal  now  before 
the  Powers  is  that  the  laws  for  the  im- 
position of  the  Stamp  Duties  and  Licence 
Taj(  on  foreigners  should  be  settled 
between  the  Egyptian  Government  and 
the  Commissioners  of  the  Public  Debt. 
Projects  of  such  laws  have  already  been 
carefully  prepared,  and  have  been  ap- 
proved by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
whe  are  using  their  best  efforts  to  pro- 
cure the  assent  of  the  other  Powers  to 
their  promulgation.  We  have  not  the 
moans  of  giving  the  Eetum  asked  for; 
but  Sir  Evelyn  Baring  haa  recently 
stated,  in  a  despatch  on  other  matters, 
that  when  onco  these  taxes  are  made 
general,  the  position  of  Europeans  will, 
so  far  as  taxation  is  concerned,  be  as- 
dmilatod  in  all  important  reapecta  to 
that  of  the  Natives. 

POST  OFFICE  —  CARRIAGE  ON  HAIL- 
WAY  BORNE  PARCELS. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  (Edinburgh,  8.)  (for 
Mr.  Muvdella)  (Sheffield,  Brightside) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If  he 
san  state  the  amount  collected  on  rail- 
ivay  borne  parcels  each  year  since  the 
9stablishmont  of  the  Parcel  Post,  and 
the  amount  paid  to  Railway  Companiea 
in  respect  of  the  carriage  of  such  par- 
sola? 

ThbPOSTMASTEE  GENEEAL  (Mr. 
Baiebs)  (CambridgeUniveraity)  in  reply, 
said,  the  amount  oould  be  given  it  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  more  for 
a  Eetnnt.      The  figures  were  too  nu*. 


885               CmlSiTviee             J  March  27,  1888}                Writers.                 886 

meroos  to  be  given  in  answer  to  a  Ques-  Order  that  the  Queen's  Regulations  shall 

tion.  be  strictly  observed  on  all  occasions  by 

every  corps ;  and,  whether  the  Honour- 

POST  OFFICE    (TELEGRAPH  DEPART-  able  Artillery  Company  is  not  expressly 

MENT)— SAFETY  FROM  FIRE.  named  in  those  Regulations  among  the 

Mb.    CAUSTON    (Southwark,    W.)  regiments  and  corps  of  Her  Majesty's 

asked  the  Postmaster  General,  Whether  Service  4 

his  attention  has  been  called  to  the  ox-  The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 

treme    inconvenience    and    loss    which  E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastle): 

lately  resulted  from  the  breakdown  of  ^he  Queen's  Regulations  are  only  ap- 

telegraphiccommunicationinNewYork;  plicable  to  such  a  corps  as  the  Honour- 

whether  it  is  true  that  nearly  70  per  ^^^^^  Artillery  Corps  when   subject   to 

cent  of  all  the  telegrams  of  the  United  military  law  under  the  Army  Act.     The 

Kingdom  pass  through  St.  Martin's-le-  ^"^y  reference  to  the  Honourable  Artil- 

Grand,  the  apparatus  beiug  all  under  ^^^y  Company  in  the  Queen's  Regula- 

one  roof,  and  that  the  two  top  floors  tions  is  in  Section  1 ,  paragraph  3a,  which 

are  above  the  high  pressure  of  the  water  ^^J^  ^^wn  that,  in  consideration  of  its 

mains;  whether  it  is  true  that  not  long  antiquity,the  Honourable  Artillery  Com- 

since  the  whole  building  was  jeopardized  V^^J  will  take  precedence  next  after  the 

by  a  fire  which  raged   in  Paternoster  I^egular  Forces. 
Row :  whether  consideration  has  been 

given  to  the  great  risk  run  by  present  NATIONAL    EDUCATION   (IRELAND)- 

Arrangements f  and,  whether    it^  is  in-  PAYMENT  OF  RESULT  FEES, 

tended  to  duplicate  the  Department  on  ^k-     P-    MCDONALD    (Sligo.    N.) 

the  land  lately  acquired  in  Aldersgate  asked  the  Parliamentary  Under  Secre- 

Street?  ^^^J  ^^  ^^e  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 

The  POSTMASTER  GENERAL  (Mr.  What  time  after  the  date  of  examination 

Raikes)    (Cambridge  University)  :    In  ^or  result  fees  in  Irish  National  Schools 

reply  to  the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  say  are    such  fees  paid  to   the   successful 

that  I  have  no  official  information  of  the  candidates;     and,    whether   the    same 

inconvenience  and  loss  which  have  re-  ought  not  to  be  paid  within  one  month 

suited  from  the  breakdown  of  teleffraphic  ^^^^^  tbe  examination  ? 

communication  in  New  York  ;    but    I  The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 

understand    that  the    breakdown    was  SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kinq-Harman) 

caused  by  a  snowstorm,  which  damaged  (Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet) :  The  Question 

the  wires.     About  50  per  cent  of  the  bas    been   put    down  at   such  a  short 

telegrams  of  the  United  Kingdom  pass  Notice  that  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  answer 

through  the  Central  Telegraph  Office  in  ^^- 

LJ*nm«?h,^iSfa;«£l«hv5rV^^^^^  CIVIL     SERVICE     WRITER8-PR0M0- 

LT4Sred tof tKrlS  Sir;  -^^^^  ^^  ™=  ^OWER  division. 

are  supplied  from  tanks   on   the   roof  Mr.  P.  MCDONALD  (Sligo,  N.)  asked 

containing    28,000    gallons    of    water,  *^Q  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether 

pumped  up  from  the  artesian  well  on  the  *^®  Committee  appointed  to  inquire  into 

premises.  It  is  not  true  that  the  building  ^^^  cases  of  meritorious  Civil   Service 

was  in  any  danger  from  a  fire  in  Pater-  writers,     who   were    recommended    for 

noster  Row.    The  present  arrangements  Promotion  to  the  Lower  Division  by  the 

have  been  made  after  mature  considera-  responsible  Heads  of  their  Departments, 

tion,  and  there  is  no  intention  to  estab-  examined  each  case  individually  ;  who- 

lish  a  duplicate  Central  Telegraph  Office.  ^^^^  ^  Report  was  made  thereon  ;  and, 

The  building,  I  may  add,  is  fireproof  ^^  ^^*  will  be  laid,  for  the  information  of 

throiurhout.  Members  of  this  House,  upon  the  Table ; 

whether   the   Treasury  intend  to  take 

ARMY-THE  QUEEN'S  REGULATIONS-  """^  ^""[t^^'  '^/P'  respecting  the  recom- 

»«,^  ^^^,^^T. . «,  ^  .  « ^ .    ^  mendations  ot  those  writers  who  were 

THE  HONOURABLE  ARTILLERY  COM.  „ot  included  in  the  first  list  of  promo- 

PANY.  tions  ;  and,  will  they  soon  notify  their 

Mr.    CAUSTON    (Southwark,    W,)  decision? 

asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  The    SECRETARY   (Mr.    Jaokbon) 

Whether  there  it  in  force  a   Qeneral  (Leeds,  N.):  The  work  done  by  copyists 

TOL.  OOQXXIY.      [THIBD  9BEIE8.]  Q 
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recommended  for  promotion  was  in- 
quired into,  and  each  ease  was  con- 
sidered by  the  Oommittee,  which  re- 
ported to  the  Treasury.  Tlie  Treasury 
will  report  the  result  to  the  Royal  Com- 
mission on  Civil  Establishments ;  but 
I  do  not  propose  to  present  Papers  to  the 
House. 

MERCHANT    SIIIPPINIJ    ACTS-riLOT- 
AGE  CERTIUCATES. 

Mr.  0.  V.  MORGAN  (Battersea) 
asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  tlie  question  that  a 
pilotage  certificate  only  shall  be  granted 
to  a  British  subject,  as  proposed  to  be 
enacted  by  *'  The  Merchant  Shipping 
Act  (1854)  Amendment  Bill,"  will  be 
considered  by  the  Committee  which  was 
appointed  on  Monday  last  to  inquire 
into  the  subject  of  pilotage ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  instructions  will  be  given  to 
the  Committee  to  do  so ;  and,  what 
course  the  Government  propose  to  adopt 
with  regard  to  those  certificates  at  pro- 
sent  held  by  foreign  masters  or  mates, 
authorizing  them  to  pilot  their  own 
ships,  under  the  provisions  of  **The 
Merchant  Shipping  Act,  1854  ?  " 

The  president  (Sir  Michael 
HiOKs-BEAcn)  ( Bristol,  W.)  said,  he  cer- 
tainly understood  that  this  subject  was 
included  in  the  reference  to  the  Pilotage 
Committee.  In  regard  to  the  second 
part  of  the  Question,  existing  certificates 
would,  of  course,  hold  good,  pending  the 
inquiry. 

THE  NEW  HEBRIDES- WITHDRAWAL 
OF  THE  FRENCH  TROOPS. 

Mr.  BRYCE  (Aberdeen,  S.)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Frencli  troops  have 
now  quitted  the  New  Hebrides,  pur- 
suant to  the  arrangement  made  by  Her 
Majesty  with  the  Government  of  the 
French  Republic  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fehgusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.E.) :  Yes,  Sir ;  the  French 
detachments  were  withdrawn  on  the  15th 
instant,  which  was  within  the  period  of 
the  engagement. 

METROPOLITAN  POLICE  (ASSAULTS  BY 
CONSTABLES)— PATRICK   SWEENEY. 

Mr.  PICKERSQILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
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the  Home  Department,  .Whedier  his 
attention  has  been  called  to  the  caae  of 
Patrick  Sweeney,  who  was  charged  on 
Thursday  last,  at  the  Thames  Police 
Court,  with  assaulting  Constable  Dales, 
441  H,  whilst  in  the  execution  of  his 
duty ;  whether  Sweeney  appeared  in  the 
dock  with  his  ''face  severely  cat, 
covered  with  blood,  and  very  much 
swollen;"  whether  the  constable  ad- 
mitted that  he  struck  Sweeney  ;  whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  learned  magistrate 
discharged  the  prisoner,  and  said  that 
''the  officer  used  more  force  than  was 
necessary  ;"  and,  whether  he  will  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Public  Prosecutor  to 
the  case,  with  a  view  to  the  complaint 
against  Constable  Dales  being  investi- 
gated in  open  Court? 

The  SECEETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.) :  I  am  in- 
formed by  the  Chief  Commissioner  that 
the  constable  found  Sweeney  kicking  a 
woman,  who  was  lying  on  the  pavemeni 
The  constable  interfered,  and  was  there- 
upon attacked  by  Sweeney  and  two 
women,  dragged  to  the  ground,  Btmck 
and  kicked.  The  constable  stated  that 
in  the  course  of  this  struggle  he  straok 
Sweeney.  Sweeney  appeared  in  the 
dock  with  a  swollen  lip  and  with  blood 
on  his  face,  which  had  apparently  oome 
from  his  nose.  The  magistrate  dis- 
charged the  prisoner,  making  the  obser- 
vation quoted  in  the  Question.  The 
matter  is  now  being  investigated  by  the 
Chief  Constable  of  the  district.  I  have 
no  reason  at  present  for  considering  it  a 
case  for  the  Public  Prosecutor.  Sweeney 
stated  that  he  was  going  to  apply  for  a 
summons.  This  will  oe  the  proper 
course  to  secure  an  investigation  in  open 
Court. 

BURMAH-THE  RUBY  MINES. 

Mr.  HANBURY  (Preston)  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  revenues  paid  to  King 
Theebaw  from  the  Burmah  Ruby  Mines 
averaged  for  some  years  1,50,000  rupees 
annually,  and  in  the  last  year  amounted 
to  about  1,90,000  rupees,  in  addition  to 
the  fact  that  all  rubies  of  the  value  of 
2,000  rupees  and  upwards  became  the 
property  of  the  King;  whether,  up  to 
December  last,  the  Indian  Oovernment 
had  received  from  these  mines  only 
about  25,000  rupees  during  the  preced- 
ing 12  months ;  whether  a  loss  of  current 
revenue  is  a  permanent  loss  to  the  Indian 
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Exchequer,  owing  fo  the  fact  that  these 
mines  are  practically  inexhaustible  for  a 
^eat  number  of  years ;  whether  sufEl- 
cieut  precautioDB  are  taken  to  prevent 
Bmuegling;  and  whether  it  is  the  fact 
that  large  numbers  of  rubies  are  known 
to  be  diapoBed  of  to  merchants  and 
others  without  any  royalty  having  been 
paid  upon  them  ;  and,  whether  the  dif- 
ference to  the  Indian  Bovenue  between 
the  royalties  actually  received  and  the 
temiB  offered  by  Messrs.  Streeter  has 
been  a  loss  of  about  30,000  rupees  per 
month,  or  3,60.000  rupees  a-jear? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  John  Gorst)  (Chatham) : 
(1)  According  to  the  beat  information 

£osaes8od  by  the  Secretary  of  State, 
jng  Theebaw'a  revenue  from  the  Ruby 
Mines  did  not  average  so  much  as 
£150,000;  and  he  never  received  so 
much  as  £190,000.  Stones  of  the  value 
of  2,000  rupees  were  Royal  perquisites ; 
but  were  generally  secreted,  or  broken 
up  by  the  finders.  (2)  So  far  as  reports 
bare  reached  the  Secretary  of  State.— 
Yes.  (3)  Cannot  be  answered  till  the 
Heport  of  the  scientific  expert  sent  out 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  has  been 
received.  (4)  AH  precautions  which 
are  practicable  are  taken ;  but  some 
smuggling  undoubtedly  takes  place.  (5) 
The  diminution  of  revenue  referred  to 
does  take  place  while  the  mines  are 
unworked ;  but  as  the  rubies  are  still 
there  it  is  expected  to  be  recouped  in 
years  to  come. 

Hb.  HANBITRY  asked,  when  the 
scientific  expert  would  report? 

Sib  JOHN  GORST  replied  that  he 
believed  he  was  at  the  mines  now,  and 
hia  Beport  might  be  expected  very  soon ; 
but  be  could  not  fix  a  date. 


IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— TENANTS 
OF  ME.  W.  L.  JOYNT. 
Ur.  "W.  ABKAHAM  (Limerick,  W.) 
asked  the  Chief  Secretary  fo  the  Lord 
Lieatenaiit  of  Ireland,  Whether  the 
leaeehold  tenants  on  the  County  Lime- 
rick estate  of  Mr.  William  Lane  Joynt, 
Crown  and  Treasury  Solicitor,  have 
served  notices  for  the  fixing  of  fair 
rents,  and,  pending  the  hearing  of  their 
cases,  have  offered  to  pay  three-fourths 
of  the  rent  due  on  the  29th  of  Septem- 
ber, last,  but  are  being  served  with 
writs  for  the  full  amount ;  and,  as  there 
is  no  poeeibtlity  of  the  cases  of  these 
tensats  bein^  decidod  for  some  months, 


will  be  use  his  mfluence  with  this 
official  of  the  Irish  Ckivernment  to  in- 

duce  him  to  stay  proceedings  until  the 
tenants  obtain  relief  from  the  Laud 
Court  ? 

Tub  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  Kino-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  I  am  informed  that  three  write 
were  served  on  the  ^nd  instant  on  lease- 
hold tenants  of  Mr.  Lane  Joynt  for  the 
half-year's  rent  due  in  September  last. 
These  tenants  were  among  eight  lease- 
hold tenants  on  the  estate  who  have 
applied  to  have  fair  rents  fixed.  They 
have  since  settled. 

CRIMINAL    LAW-HEALTH    OF    JOHN 
FROST   IN    GAOL  — ALLEGED    NEG- 

LECT. 

Mr.  SYDNEY  BUXTON  (Tower 
Hamlets,  Poplar)  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther bis  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
case  of  John  Frost,  late  of  8,  Emmett 
Street,  Poplar,  who  was  convicted  on 
the  24th  of  November  last,  for  receiving 
stolen  goods,  and  who  died  in  the  hos- 
pital of  the  gaol  on  the  27th  of  Decem- 
ber ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  a  strong 
feeling  exists  that  Mr.  Frost,  who  was 
suffering  from  serious  illness  when  con- 
victed, did  not  receive  proper  treatment 
when  in  gaol,  and  that  his  death  was 
thereby  caused ;  and,  whether  he  will 
institute  a  searching  inquiry  into  all  the 
facts  of  the  case  ? 

The  SECRETARY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.):  1  have 
seen  a  report  of  the  inquest  held  on  the 
body  of  this  man.  The  allegation  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member  was  before 
the  jury,  and  was  carefully  considered 
by  them.  Their  verdict  was  that  the 
man  reoeivod  proper  medical  care  and 
attention  while  ia  the  prison.  I  have 
desired  the  Prison  Commissioners  to  in< 
quire  whether  there  is  any  reason  to 
doubt  that  the  jury  formed  n  correct 
opinion.  Forfeiture  of  money  now  no 
longer  exists,  and,  therefore,  the  £15 
that  Frost  had  in  his  posaession  will  be 
handed  over  to  his  family. 


Mr.  H.  GARDNER  (Essex.  Saffron 
Walden)  (for  Mr.  Mtjneo  -  Febocson) 
(Leith,  &c.)  asked  the  Under  Secretary 
0  2 
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of  State  for  tho  Colonies,  Whether,  on 
the  oext  appointment  to  the  Governor- 
ship of  tho  Capo  of  Good  TTopo,  it  is 
proposed  to  combine  that  office,  as  at 
present,  with  the  High  Commissioner- 
ship  of  South  Africa  ? 

The  under  SECRET  AEY  of 
STATE  (Baron  Hexry  de  Worms) 
(Liverpool,  East  Toxtoth) :  In  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member,  I  have  to  state  that 
this  Question  has  received  careful  con- 
sideration, and  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  as  at  x^rosent  advised,  do 
not  propose  to  make  any  alteration  in 
the  existing  arrangements.  I  may  add 
that  the  relations  between  the  Cape 
Ministers  and  the  High  Commissioner 
are  on  a  very  satisfactory  footing ;  and 
it  would  be  undesirable  to  check  that 
cordial  co-operation,  which  has  been  of 
benefit  to  British  and  Native  interests 
throughout  South  Africa. 

IRISH  LAND    COMMISSION— JUDICIAL 
RENTS-RET  L'RNS. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  (Nottingham,  Rush- ' 
cliflFe)  asked  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  Why  the  Returns  of  Judicial ; 
Rents  for    Novembor    and  December,  . 
1887,  having  been  laid  upon  the  Table 
on  the  22nd  of  February,  have  not  yet 
been   distributed,  and  with   whom  the 
responsibility  for  the  delay  rests  ? 

Tub  solicitor  GENERAL  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin 
University),  in  reply,  said,  the  Question 
of  tho  hon.  Member  only  appeared  on 
the  Paper  that  morning ;  but  he  had 
ascertained  that  the  Returns  were  duly 
presented  and  laid  on  the  Table  at  the 
proper  time.  Some  delay  must  neces- 
Barily  occur  before  these  Returns  were 
printed. 

Mr.  J.  E.  ELLIS  asked  if,  on  pre- 
vious occasions,  these  Returns  had  not 
always  been  printed  within  10  days  after 
being  laid  on  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  madden  said,  he  was  unable 
to  answer  the  Question  without  Notice. 

POST  OFFICE  —  EMBOSSED  STAMPED 
ENVELOPES  FOR  INDLV  AND  AUS- 
TRALIA. 

Mr.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Postmaster  General,  If 
he  can  state  why  there  are  not  embossed 
stamped  envelopes  for  5d,  and  6^.  re- 
spectively for  India  and  Australia  for 
sale  here  as  there  are    Id.  embossed 
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envelopes;  and,  is  he  aware  that  in 
India  the  ^d,  embossed  envelope  is  pro- 
curable, and  has  been  for  the  past  25 
years  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL(Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University)  :  It  has 
been  thought  that  the  general  demand 
for  such  envelopes  is  not   sufficient  to 
justify  the  expense  of  supplying  them. 
If  they  were  introduced   it  would  be 
impossible    to    limit    their    supply    to 
certain   towns ;    and    there    are    valid 
;  objections  to   increasing  unnecessarily 
tho  various  denominations  of  stamps, 
'  and  thereby  tho  pecuniary  responsibility 
!  of  Postmasters.     But  if  a  request  for 
I  such  envelopes  were   made  by   a   re- 
sponsible body  representing  the  Chinese 
:  and  Australian  trade  I  should  be  willing 
to  consider  it. 


POST  OFFICE-MALTA  AND  GIBRALTAR 
—SMALL  REMITTANCES. 

Mb.  HENNIKER  HEATON  (Canter- 
bury) asked  the  Postmaster  Oeneral,  Is 
it  true  that  the  cost  of  sendinfl;  small 
sums  of  money  to  Malta  and  Gibraltar, 
to  which  emigrants  do  not  go,  ranges 
from  ^d.  for  It.  6i.  to  \^d.  for  20«. ;  yet 
these  sums  cannot  be  sent  throagh  the 
post  to  Canada,  or  any  other  place  where 
the  emigrants  do  go,  for  less  than  6df. ; 
and,  has  he  under  his  consideration  any 
alteration  of  this  system  ? 

The  postmaster  GENERAL  (Mr. 
Raikes)  (Cambridge  University):  The 
ease  is  as  stated  by  the  hon.  Member, 
and  the  explanation  is  simple.  To 
Malta  and  Gibraltar  postal  orders  are 
available  on  the  same  terms  as  within 
the  United  Kingdom  itself.  Indeed, 
until  recently  the  Post  Offices  in  those 
two  Dependencies  were  under  the  direct 
control  of  the  Imperial  Post  Office,  and 
practically  enjoyed  all  the  advantages  of 
the  Imperial  Postal  System.  Canada, 
on  the  other  hand,  although  invited  to 
participate  in  the  postal  order  system  to 
the  same  extent  as  it  has  been  adopted 
in  India  and  some  of  the  Colonies,  has 
not  hitherto  shown  any  disposition  to  do 
so.  Consequently,  the  money  order 
system  alone  is  open  to  the  public  for 
the  remittance  of  small  sums  of  money, 
for  which  the  lowest  charge  is  6<f.  for 
any  sum  not  exceeding  £2.  I  shall  be 
happy  to  communicate  again  with  tho 
Canadian  Post  Office  on  £e  subjeot. 
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any,  and,  if  so,  what,  steps  to  carry  out 
the  recommendations  of  theEoyal  Com- 
mission on  Irish  Public  Works,  in 
reference  to  railway  communication  in 
the  County  of  Donegal  with  the  towns 
of  Donegal  aud  Killybegs  ? 

The  PAELIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said :  The  G-overnment  intend  to  deal 
with  the  consideration  of  the  Report  of 
the  Royal  Commission  in  detail.  The 
first  portion  of  the  Report  relates  to  the 
important  subject  of  arterial  drainage, 
in  connection  with  which  a  Bill  is  now 
in  an  advanced  stage  of  preparation. 
They  are  not  at  present  in  a  position  to 
state  when  they  will  be  able  to  consider 
the  recommendation  in  the  particular 
case  alluded  to  in  the  Question,  which 
belongs  to  a  later  period  of  their  Re- 
port. 

IRISH  LAND  COMMISSION— SALE  OF  A 
BOYCOTTED  FARM. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  following  account  of  a  case  men- 
tioned in  the  last  Report  of  the  Irish 
Land  Commissioners  as  having  occurred 
in  the  County  of  Louth : — 

"A  purchaser  and  mortgagor  who  owed  12 
half-yearly  instalments  was  evicted  from  his 
farm  after  all  attempts  at  compromise  had 
failed.  The  farm  was  then  set  up  for  sale  by 
us,  and  we  were  obliged  to  buy  it  in  as  the  sale 
was  Boycotted;'* 

whether  this  farm  still  remains  in  the 
hands  of  the  Commissioners;  if  not, 
when  it  was  sold,  and  how  much  of  the 
price  was  absorbed  in  costs,  expenses, 
aud  payment  of  caretakers  ;  and,  in  how 
many  instances  the  Commissioners  have 
been  able  to  efiPect  sales  of  a  purchaser's 
interest  against  his  will  since  their 
Report  f 

The  PARLIAMENTARY  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied) 
said  :  The  Land  Commissioners  inform 
me  that  directions  were  given  in 
October  last  to  the  Solicitor  of  the  Com- 
mission to  proceed  and  attempt  to  sell 
the  farm  in  question.  Some  private 
negotiations  took  place,  but  did  not  lead 
to   any   result.     The  lands  have  been 

I  advertised  for  sale  by  auction,  and  will 
be  set  up  for  sale  in  Drogheda  on  the 


CUSTOMS   DEPARTMENT  —  EXAMINA- 
TION FOR  OUTDOOR  OFFICERS. 

Mr.  H.  CAMPBELL  (Fermanagh, 
S.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, Whether,  as  no  notice  of  the 
suspension  of  the  examination  for  out- 
door officers  in  the  Customs  Department 
was  g^ven,  he  can  now  state  the  pro- 
bable date  of  the  next  examination  ;  and, 
whether  the  age  of  candidates  now  within 
the  limits  will  be  extended,  in  order 
that  it  may  be  competent  for  them  to 
come  up  for  examination,  as  in  the  case 
of  the  candidates  for  engineer  student- 
ships ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said  :  I  can  give  no  date  when 
the  next  examination  of  this  class  is 
likely  to  be  held,  as  there  are  now  more 
outdoor  officers  in  the  Service  than  will 
hereafter  be  required,  besides  which 
there  are  some  candidates  already  quali- 
fied for  the  post.  It  is  not  intended  to 
extend  the  limits  of  age  qualifying  for 
the  examination. 

IRISH    LAND     COMMISSIONERS -SIT- 
TINGS IN  FERMANAGH. 

Mr.  H.  CAMPBELL  (Fermanagh, 
8.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the 
Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland,  If  it  is  the 
fact  that  there  has  been  no  sitting  of 
the  Land  Commissioners  in  Lisnaskea, 
County  Fermanagh,  since  April,  1887, 
and  that  a  large  number  of  originating 
notices  have  been  recently  served  in  the 
District ;  and,  when  it  is  proposed  that 
the  Sub-Commissioners  will  sit  in 
Lisnaskea? 

The  parliamentary  UNDER 
SECRETARY  (Colonel  KiNO-HARMiiN) 
(Kent,  Isle  of  Thanet)  (who  replied)  said : 
Sir,  as  the  Question  appeared  without 
sufficient  Notice  I  have  been  unable  to 
get  the' information  necessary  to  answer 
it. 

Mr.  H.  CAMPBELL :  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  shall  repeat  the  Question 
after  the  Recess. 

IRELAND  —  RAILWAY     COMMUNICA- 
TION-DONEGAL. 

Mb.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  (for 
Mr.  MacNeill)  (Donegal,  S.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the  intention 
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3  Ut  instant.  Witli  regard  to  tlie  last  ,  was  given  to  understand  that  the  autho- 
paragrapb,  the  Commissioners  have  rities  vill  not  insist  npon  the  probate  or 
given  me  no  information,  and  I  cannot    hurial  certificate  of  the  deceased  Traa> 


answer  it  at  present, 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLET:  Am  I  to 
understand,  then,  that  the  farm  in  ques- 
tion is  still  in  the  hands  of  the  Land 
Commissioners  ? 

Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  :  Yes, 
8ir.  The  sale  is  announced  to  take 
place  on  the  Slat. 

POSTOFFIUE    (CENTRAL  TELEGRAPH 

OFFICE}— SICK  PAY. 

Mr.  CAEEW  (Kildare,  K.)  asked 
the  Postmaster  General,  "Whether 
clerks  employcdat  the  Central  Telegraph 
Office,  when  absent  from  dutj  owing  to 
illaess  for  more  than  one  day,  are  re- 
quired to  furnish  a  medical  certificate  ; 
whether  the  chief  medical  officer  and 
his  assistants  often  grant  leave  of  ab- 
sence for  this  cause  ;  and,  whether,  in 
all  cases  of  illness  proved  to  the  satis- 
faction of  the  chief  medical  officer,  he 
will  grant  full  pay,  as  is  given  to  other 
Civil  servants  of  equal  status? 

TuePOSTMASTER  GENEKAL  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  (Cambridge  University) :  It  is 
the  case,  as  implied  in  the  Question  of 
the  hon.  Member,  that  the  telegraphists 
at  the  Central  Station,  wboQ  absent  ill 
for  more  than  one  day,  have  to  furnish 
a  medical  certificate,  and  that  such  cer- 
tificate is  not  unfrequently  given  by  the 
medical  officer.  But  it  is  not  the  case 
that  in  the  matter  of  pay  during  illness 
the  telegraphists  are  subject  to  different 
Regulations  from  other  Post  Office  ser- 
vants of  corresponding  rank. 

NATIONAL  DEBT  (CONVERSION)  ACT 
-ABSENT  OF  TUUSTEES. 

Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther, in  the  case  of  the  death  of  one  or 
more  of  the  Trustees,  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
lund  insittts  that  the  probate  or  burial 
certificate  of  the  deceased  Trustee  must 
accompany  assent  to  the  Conversion 
Scheme;  if  so,  whether,  with  a  view  to 
facilitate  conversion,  Iia  will  consider 
the  advisability  of  allowing  the  assent 
of  surviving  Trustees  to  be  accepted, 
leaving  proof  of  the  deceased  Trustee  to 
remain  lor  future  action  ? 

The  CHANCELLOHoFTKB  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosuhbn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square):  I  have  mode  in- 
quiries at  the  Bank  of  England,  and  I 
Colonel  EingSarman 


tee  accompanying  the  consent  to  the 
Conversion  Scheme.  On  the  oontrsry, 
it  has  been  agreed  to  facilitate  arrange- 
ments by  allowing  the  8urviiingTraete« 
to  assent. 

LOCAL  aOVERNUENT  (ENGLAND  AND 

WALES)  BILL— THE  LONDON 

CODNTT  COUNCIL. 

Ma.  FIRTH  (Dundee)  aaked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether  he  is  able  now  to  state 
in  what  manner  the  Local  Qovemment 
Board  propose  to  deal  with  the  electoral 
representation  at  the  new  London  County 
Council  of  the  present  area  of  the  City 
of  London  ;  and,  whether  they  propose 
to  avail  themselves  of  the  exception 
made  in  section  52,  sub-section  5  (d),  to 
the  Local  Government  (England  and 
Wales)  Bill,  and  give  to  the  City  areaa 
larger  proportion  of  representation  than 
its  population  jualifiea;  and,  if  so,  in 
what  manner,  and  to  what  extent? 

The  PRESIDENT  (Mr.  Rttohib) 
{Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  I  think 
I  must  ask  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  allow 
me  to  reserve  any  statement  as  to  the 
representation  of  particular  areas  until 
we  come  to  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  deal- 
ing with  that  matter. 
COAL  AND  WIXE  DDES- RENEWAL. 

Mb.  BAUMANN  (CamberweU,  Peok- 
ham)  aaked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  he  will  communicate  fo 
the  House  what  course  Her  Majesty's 
Government  intend  to  pursue  with  re- 
gard to  the  renewal  of  the  Coal  and 
Wine  Dues  f 

Tub  first  LORD  (Mr.  W-  H. 
SsiiTu)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The  Go- 
vernment have  not  felt  themselves  at 
liberty  to  depart  from  the  position  they 
have  taken  up  on  this  question.  They 
are  unable  to  give  their  support  to  the 
Bill  suggested  by  the  existing  authority, 
and  will  leave  it  to  the  House  at  large 
to  determine  whether  or  not  it  is  expe- 
dient that  the  Coal  and  Wine  Dues 
should  be  renewed. 

Ma.  WEBSTER  (8t.  Pancraa,  E.) 
asked,  whether  the  Government  would 
be  prepared  to  give  any  facilities  for 
discussing  the  question  of  the  Coal  and 
Wine  Dues,  which  was  a  subject  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  the  ratepayers  of 
London  ? 
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Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  I  have  had  no 
Notice  of  the  Question,  and  my  answer 
must  be  of  the  same  charactor  as  that 
which  I  have  just  given.  I  cannot 
undertake  to  give  facilities  for  a  measure 
of  this  kind,  for  which  the  Government 
are  not  responsible. 

MARKET    RIGHTS    AND    TOLLS— THE 
ROYAL  COMMISSION. 

Mb.  BRADLAUGH  (Northampton) 
asked,  Whether  any  steps  had  been  taken 
to  fill  the  vacancy  on  the  Eoyal  Com- 
mission on  Market  Eights  and  Tolls 
caused  by  the  resignation  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Londonderry  ? 

The  president  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOARD  (Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's),  in  reply, 
said,  he  hoped  that  the  vacancy  might 
be  filled  up  in  a  few  days. 

PARLIAMENTARY  ELECTIONS  (RE- 
TURNING  OFFICERS*  EXPENSES) 
(SCOTLAND)  BILL. 

Mb.  ESSLEMONT  (Aberdeen,  E.) 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  a  Question  of  which  ho 
had  given  him  private  Notice.  It  was 
in  reference  to  the  Parliamentary  Elec- 
tions (Returning  Officers*  Expenses) 
(Scotland)  Bill.  The  second  reading  of 
that  Bill  had  been  objected  to  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House.  He  had  com- 
municated to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  desire  of  Scotch  Members  that  a 
second  reading  should  be  given  to  the 
measure ;  and  he  begged  to  ask  him 
whether  he  would  be  assisted  in  any 
way  by  the  Government  in  getting  the 
Bill  put  down  at  some  future  time  in 
order  that  it  might  in  the  meantime  be 
withdrawn  ? 

Thb  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  good  enough 
to  send  mo  a  letter  on  the  subject 
signed  by  several  Scotch  Members,  to 
whose  wishes  I  should  be  glad,  if  it 
were  possible,  to  give  effect.  But  the 
hon.  Gentleman  must  bo  aware  that 
there  are  many  other  hon.  Gentlemen 
in  the  position  he  occupies — who  have 
Bills  in  which  they  take  great  interest, 
and  which  are  also  interesting  to  other 
Members  with  whom  they  are  associated. 
I  greatly  fear  that  if  the  Government 
were  to  make  an  exception  in  favour  of 
one  Bill;  I  should  be  pressed  to  make 


exceptions  for  other  Bills,  for  which  it 
would  be  utterly  impossible  for  me  to 
afford  facilities.  Under  all  the  circum- 
stances, I  am  sure  that  at  this  very 
early  period  of  the  Session  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber will  have  abundant  opportunities 
of  bringing  forward  his  measure ;  and, 
in  any  case,  should  he  not  succeed  in 
bringing  it  on,  the  object  he  has  in 
view  is  covered  entirely  by  a  Bill  of 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Childers)  has  charge. 

INLAND  REVENUE  (IRELAND)— CUS- 
TOMS FRAUDS  AT  BELFAST. 

Me.  H.  CAMPBELL  (Fermanagh,  S.) 
said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  a  Question  of  which  he 
had  given  him  private  Notice — What 
was  the  nature  and  extent  of  certain 
frauds  which  had  occurred  in  a  Customs 
bonded  warehouse  recently  in  Belfast ; 
what  number  of  casks  of  bonded  spirits 
was  removed  without  payment  of  duty  ; 
how  many  casks  were  found  in  the  ware- 
house of  which  no  account  had  been 
taken  in  the  Departmental  books  ;  what 
number  of  casks  were  found  to  contain 
water  only ;  and,  whether  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  take  steps  to  prevent 
these  occurrences  in  Belfast  bonded 
warehouses  in  future  ? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TKEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  (who 
replied)  said :  On  recently  taking  stock  at 
one  of  the  Customs  bonded  warehouses 
in  Belfast  it  was  found  that  certain  casks 
of  spirits  containing  together  upwards 
of  2,000  gallons  proof,  and  a  cask  of 
wine  containing  58  liquid  gallons, 
had  been  delivered  without  payment  of 
duty  by  means  of  fraudulent  alterations 
in  the  delivery  orders.  These  frauds 
were  the  work  of  a  defaulting  servant 
of  the  proprietors  of  the  warehouse  ; 
and  the  duty  on  the  wine  and  spirits 
thus  improperly  removed  from  the 
bonded  warehouse  had  since  boon  re- 
covered. Seven  casks  of  spirits,  of 
which  no  account  existed  in  the  official 
books,  as  well  as  hve  casks  of  water, 
were  also  found  in  the  warehouse. 
There  is,  besides,  some  evidence  of  mal- 
practices in  regard  to  eight  other  casks, 
as  to  which  further  inquiries  are  being 
prosecuted.  The  Board  of  Customs  are 
taking  steps  with  the  view  of  pre- 
venting the  recurrence  of  these  prac- 
tices. 
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LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND 
AND  WALES)  BILL. 

Mb.  CHAPLIN  (Lincolnshire,  Slea- 
ford)  asked,  with  reference  to  the  date 
of  the  second  reading  of  the  Local 
Government  (England  and  Wales)  Bill, 
for  which  they  had  only  12  days  for  its 
consideration,  Whether  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  could  not  find  it  con- 
sistent to  give  a  longer  time  for  the 
consideration  of  the  measure  ?  Twelve 
days  were  not  enough  for  hon.  Members 
to  make  themselves  masters  of  this 
somewhat  formidable  measure.  There 
had  been  no  Bill  like  it  since  the  Irish 
Land  Bill  or  the  Irish  Church  Bill,  18 
days  being  given  in  the  one  case  and 
three  weeks  in  the  other  for  considera- 
tion. 

The  FIEST  LOED  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smitu)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  he  fully  apx^reciated  the  spirit  in 
which  the  Question  was  put ;  but,  look- 
ing at  the  course  of  Public  Business, 
and  having  regard  to  the  fact  that  the 
principal  discussion  on  a  measure  of 
this  kind  must  be  in  Committee,  the 
Government  felt  it  necessary  to  take  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  at  the  earliest 
possible  period,  consistently  with  due 
notice  to  the  country  and  to  the  subject- 
matter  of  the  Bill.  Seeing  that  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board  explained  the  measure  at  full 
length  on  Monday  week,  he  thought 
that  an  interval  of  three  weeks  and  a 
few  days  after  that  statement  was  suffi- 
cient for  the  consideration  of  the  Bill 
by  the  country  and  by  the  House 
before  they  were  asked  to  assent  to  its 
principle. 

PUBLIC  OFFICES -THE  ADMIUALTY 
BUILDINGS— THE  NKW  PLANS. 

Mr.  DILLAVYN  (Swansea,  Town) 
asked  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works, 
When  the  new  plans  of  the  Admiralty 
Buildings  would  be  laid  before  the 
llouse  ? 

The  FIEST  COMMISSIONER  (Mr. 
Plunk j:t)  (Dublin  University) :  The 
plans  have  this  day  been  placed  in  the 
Tea  Eoom,  where  they  can  be  inspected 
by  Members. 

EVICTIONS    (IRELAND)— THE 
RETURNS. 
Mr.   JOHN   MOELEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  :  I  wish  to  ask  the  right 


hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Seoretary  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Irelaiid  a 
Question  with  reference  to  the  Eviction 
Eeturns  before  the  Eecess.  In  cases  of 
proceedings  under  the  Act  of  1 887,  as 
the  House  knows,  the  tenant,  on  receipt 
of  the  notice,  becomes  a  caretaker,  and 
if  he  is  put  out  of  his  holding  I  under- 
stand that  that  is  not  technically  an 
eviction.  I  wish  to  ask  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman,  whether  he  will  take  care 
that  the  putting  out  of  tenants  who  have 
thus  been  reduced  to  the  status  of  care- 
taker will  figure  in  future  Eviction 
Eeturns  ? 

The  chief  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  A. 
J.  Balfot7ii)  (Manchester,  E.):  Tee, 
Sir  ;  the  whole  question  of  these  Evic- 
tion Eeturns  requires  careful  revision. 
I  do  not  know  any  set  of  statistics  more 
utterly  deceptive,  or  that  lead  to  more 
erroneous  conclusions,  than  those  evic- 
tion statistics  which  have  been  laid 
upon  the  Table  since  the  time  of  the 
late  Mr.  Forster.  The  new  Act  neces- 
sitates some  changes  of  form ;  and  I  am 
going  into  the  whole  subject,  and  will 
do  my  best  to  see  that  the  particulars 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asks  for 
shall  bo  given  on  the  face  of  the 
Eeturns. 

MERCHANT    SHIPPING  ACTS- 
PILOTAGE  CERTIFICATES. 

Sir  UENEY  EOSCOE  (Manchester, 
S.)  asked  the  President  of  the  Board  of 
Trade,  Whether  the  question  that  a 
pilotage  certificate  only  should  be  granted 
to  a  British  subject  as  proposed  to  be 
enacted  by  the  Merchant  Shipping  Act 
(1854)  Amendment  Bill  would  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Committee  which  was 
appointed  on  Monday  last  to  inquire  into 
the  subject  of  pilotage ;  and,  if  not, 
whether  instructions  would  be  given  to 
the  Committee  to  do  so ;  and  what  course 
the  Government  proposed  to  adopt  with 
regard  to  thoso  certificates  at  present 
held  by  foreign  masters  or  mates 
authorizing  them  to  pilot  their  own 
ships  under  tho  provisions  of  the  Mer- 
chant Shipping  Act,  1854  ? 

The  president  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  (Bristol,  W.) :  No  doubt 
it  will  be  in  the  discretion  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  take  evidence  as  to  the  question 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member.  As 
regards  the  latter  part  of  the  Questioui 
I  may  say  that,  pending  the  inquiry, 
those  masters  and  mates  who  already 
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hold  oertiGcates  will  continue  to  hold 
them. 

IRELAND-APPOINTMENT   OF 

MR.  STONEV,  J.P.,  D.L. 

Me.  DEASY  (Mayo,  W.)  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant 
of  Ireland,  Was  there  any  truth  in  the 
Btatement  that  Mr.  Stouey,  J.P.,  D,L., 
of  Roaturk  Castle,  County  Mayo,  had  re- 
cently been  appointed  by  the  Lord  Ohan- 
cellorasone  of  the  district  collectors  under 
the  Court  of  Chancery  ;  and  whether,  if 
■o,  Mr.  Stoney  is  the  same  man  who  had 
recently  been  censured  by  an  official  of 
tbe  Local  Government  Board,  Mr.  Hicks, 
with  having  been  guilty  of  gross  mis- 
conduct in  the  distribution  of  public 
funds  entrusted  to  him  by  the  House ; 
and,  whether  he  had  also  been  censured 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  ? 

Thb  chief  SECEETAEY  (Mr.  A.  J. 
Bauouh)  (Manohoster,  E.) :  I  have  no 
ofhcial  information  on  the  subject.  I 
must  remind  the  hen.  Qentlemau  that 
the  Lord  Chancellor  has  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  appointment.  It 
rests  with  the  Land  Court. 

Mr.  DEASY  :  Will  the  right  hon. 
Gontleman  draw  tbe  attention  of  the 
Judges  of  the  Landed  Estates  Court  to 
the  facts  I  have  reoited  ? 

Ma.  A.  J.  BALFOUE  :  I  am  afraid 
such  ft  proceeding  would  be  entirely 
beyond  the  functions  of  tho  Executive. 

Mb.  DEASY  ;  I  beg  to  give  Notice 
that  on  the  Motion  for  the  Adjournment 
of  the  House  I  shall  draw  attention  to 
this  matter. 

THE  FINANCIAL  STATEMENT- QUES- 
TIONS THEREON. 

LoBD  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Paddington,  S.) :  I  wish,  Sir,  to  put  a 
Question  to  you  on  a  point  of  Urder 
with  reference  to  the  Beport  of  Ways 
and  Means.  I  have  a  general  inquiry 
to  make  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Esche- 
qaer  with  regard  to  his  Financial  State- 
ment last  night.  What  I  wish  to  know 
is,  whether  I  can  make  that  inquiry  oo 
the  Eeport  of  tho  Besolution  relating  to 
the  Wine  Duties,  which  seem  to  me  to 
raise  the  whole  question  of  the  Finan- 
cial Statement? 

Mb.  SPEAKER  :  Any  inquiry  or  dis- 
cuosion  would  only  be  relevant  which 
referred  to  the  subiect  of  the  Resolution 
whiefa  woa  paased  Uat  night  in  dealing 


with  the  Wine  Duties.  The  noble  Lord, 
therefore,  upon  that  Resolution  would 
have  to  confine  his  remarks  to  the  Wine 
Duties. 

Loud  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL  : 
The  question  is  not  without  importance. 
I  suppose  I  am  right  in  assuming  that 
the  grants  in  aid  of  local  taxation 
for  the  present  year  remain  practicnlly 
the  same  as  last  night.  Am  I  also  right 
in  assuming  that,  in  addition  to  those 
grants  in  aid,  the  Chancellor  of 
tbe  Exchequer  proposes  to  give  to 
local  taxation  resources  an  amount 
equal  to  about  £1,700,000?  If  I  am 
correct  in  those  two  assumptions,  I 
wish  to  ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer a  Question  which  he  will  see 
has  a  most  important  bearing  on  the 
Local  Government  (England  and  Wales) 
Bill.  Will  that  additional  grant  of 
£1,700,000  be  dependent  and  condi- 
tional on  the  Bill  passing  into  law — 
that  is  to  say,  that  if  it  does  not  pass 
into  law  will  this  further  grant  of 
£1,700,000  be  withdrawn,  and  will  the 
grants  in  aid  of  local  taxation  remain  as 
they  are  at  present? 

TiizCHANCELLOEoftheEXCHE. 
QUER  (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  I  am  much  obliged, 
and  so  is  my  right  hon.  Friend  tho  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Qovernmont  Board, 
to  the  noble  Lord  for  having  put  this 
Question.  The  grant  of  £1,700,000  will 
be  entirely  dependent  on  the  passing  of 
the  Local  Government  (England  and 
Wales)  Bill.  There  is  a  clause  in  that 
Bill  which  regulates  the  temporary 
arrangement  belore  the  new  authorities 
are  established ;  but  if  the  House 
should  reject  the  whole  scheme  of  Local 
Government  the  whole  scheme  of  the 
re-adjuatment  of  the  local  and  Imperial 
finance  would  fall  to  the  ground  at  the 
same  time,  and  have  to  De  considered 
in  succeeding  years  when  Parliament 
might  feel  disposed  to  take  a  different 
view.  It  is  most  important  that  it 
should  be  understood  that  the  proposed 
re-adjustment  of  local  and  Imperial 
burdens  must  depend  upon  the  plan  as 
a  whole,  and  is  dependent  upon  its 
being  carried  as  a  whole.  If  the  plan 
I  whole  is  not  carried,  we  shall 
remain  as  we  are ;  the  grants  in  aid  of 
local  taxation  would  continue  to  be 
iven  this  year,  and  that  relief  will  not 
e  given  which  this  and  previous  Go- 
vemmeDls  have  always  intended  to  be 


part  and  parcol  of  an;  general  eoheme 
for  the  reform  of  local  govemmeDt. 

THE  FISAXCIAL  STATESIENT-KELIEF 
OF  LOCAL  TAXAIION  (SCOTLAND). 
Mk.  PRESTON  BEUCE  (Fifeahire, 
W.) :  I  wish  to  ask  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
tho  Exchequer,  with  regard  to  the  dis- 
tribution of  the  £210,000  proposed  to  be 
paid  in  aid  of  local  taxation  in  Scotland, 
Whether  it  is  intended  that  the  Secretary 
for  Scotland  eliall  issue  a  scheme  for  the 
distributing  of  tho  Fund;  and,  if  so, 
vhen  that  scheme  will  be  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

TheCUANCELLOEof  TUB  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  QoscuKs)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  The  matter  will  be 
dealt  with  at  tho  earliest  possible  date ; 
but,  of  course,  it  will  bo  for  Parliament 
to  vote  the  sum,  and  Parliament  will 
then  be  informed  of  the  proposals  of  tho 
GoTornment.  "With  regard  to  the  dis- 
posal of  the  sum,  action  niJl  not  be  taken 
without  a  Parliamentary  Vote  having 
been  obtained. 


THE  FINAXCIAL   STATEMENT— THE 
DUTY  ON  HOltSES. 

Mr.  CHAPUN  (Lincobflhire,  Slea- 
ford) :  I  wish  to  put  a  Question  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  vrith  regard 
to  the  proposed  Horse  Tax,  Whether  tho 
tax  of  £1  to  be  placed  on  certain  horses 
will  include  ponies  ;  and,  if,  not,  under 
what  height  those  animals  are  to  be  ex- 
empted from  the  tax  ?  I  wish  to  ask, 
further,  whether  the  tax  of  £o  on  race- 
horses will  inulnde  horses  ridden  in 
steeplechases  ? 

Tub  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  QoacuEs)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) ;  As  my  right  hon. 
Friend  warned  us  on  this  Bench  last 
night  thatwescarcelyknow  the  difference 
between  a  horse  and  a  cotr,  it  would  be 
most  imprudent  on  my  part  to  answer 
any  Questions  without  taking  measures 
for  consulting  with  those  who  are  inti- 
mately acquainted  with  the  details  of 
steeple-chasing  and  liorso-racing.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  was  not  able  to  give 
lue  Notico  of  the  Question  ;  but  I  will 
take  care  that  the  whole  question  as  to 
the  breeding  of  hor^ics  shall  be  moat 
carefully  considered.  With  regard  to 
the  question  of  ponies,  I  shall  put  them 
precisely  on  the  same  footing  as  when 
the  old  Horse  Tax  was  in  force— that  is 
to  say,  they  will  hare  to  pay. 
Mr.  Goichen 


{COUMGNSl  Jhity  ^iO.  *U 

THE  FINANCIAL  STATEMENT— 
DEFDJITION    OF    A     "PLEASURE 

HORSE." 
Mb.  E8SLEM0NI    (Aberdeen,  E.) 
said,  he  wished  to  put  a  Queatiea  ti>  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  as  to  horteL 
He  understood  that  among  hia  constitu- 
ents there  would  be  great  diffleulty  in 
J  what  a  "  pleasure  horse  "  was. 
He  therefore  asked  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman whether  he  oould  state,  rather 
de&uitoly  than  he  had  done  yester- 
day, what  he   meant  by  a    "  pfeaenre 
horse  "  or  a  horse  kept  for  pleasure,  u 
definiteneas  was  of  importance  in  that 
matter  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschbn)  (8t.  Georw"*, 
Hanover  Square) :  Of  course,  the  draai- 
tion  is  difGcuIt ;  but,  spealcing  broadly, 
rses  used  for  trade  will  be  exempted, 
d  horses  employed  in  what  may  be 
called  pleasure  and  kept  as  a  luxury 
will  be  taxed.  There  are  horses  just  on 
the  border  between  those  two  classM 
which  will  have  to  be  clearly  defined ; 
but  it  will  be  more  satisfactory  that  the 
hon.  Member  and  the  House  generally 
should  see  the  Resolution,  and  then 
judge  as  to  the  matter,  rather  than  that 
I  should  make  a  further  statement  on 
the  subject.  But  in  the  few  days  that 
nill  intervene  before  the  House  meets 
again  I  shall  pay  due  attention  to  all 
the  definitions,  and  give  full  weight  to 
the  suggestions  which  have  been  made 
on  this  very  important  question. 


EDUCATION  DEPARTMEHT{8C0TLAND) 
—THE  EDUCATION  CODE,  1888. 
In  reply  to  Mr.  Sinolaib  (Falkirk,  &c.], 
The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  it  would  not  be  ne- 
cessary to  bring  the  more  important 
Articles  of  the  Scotch  Education  Oode 
into  operation  before  the  30th  of  April 
Under  these  circumstances,  if  an  Ad- 
dross  to  tho  Crown  was  put  on  the  Putei 
on  the  13th  of  April,  and  moved  before 
tho  27th,  the  hon.  Member  would  be  in 
ample  time  to  obtain  the  judgment  of 
the  House  upon  any  proposal  he  might 

WESTMINSTER  ABBEY  BILL. 
EXI-LAHATIOK. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Stnuid, 
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WsBtminBtarjsatd, he  might  be  permitted 
lo  offer  a  word  in  explanation  of  some 
obserrationa  which  had  fallen  from  him 
on  a  previous  occasion  in  regard  to  the 
Weshuinater  Abbey  Bill.  It  was  aup' 
poaed  that  he  had  referred  to  the  posi- 
tion of  Mr.  Christiao,  the  architect  of 
the  EocleBiastical  Commisaion.  The 
work  at  Weatminster  Abbey  would  be 
carried  on  primarily  under  the  direction, 
of  Ur.  Pearson,  the  well-known  archi- 
tect, than  whom  a  more  able  and  com- 
petent peraoa  probably  could  not  be 
found.  But  Mr.  Chriatian  would  repre- 
sent the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  as 
the  body  through  whom  the  money  ne- 
coaeary  for  the  repair  and  restoration 
would  be  advanced.  The  work  would 
be  Btrictly  in  the  nature  of  repairs,  and 
not  of  alterations. 


ORDERS  OF  TRE  DA  Y. 

METHOPOLITAN     BOARD    OF    WORKS 

COMMISSION  BILL.-rB'i-i  191.] 

{Ur.  Setrilary  aiatlhiwi,  Mr,   WilUam  Henry 

Smith,  Mr.  Staart-  mrtUy.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  eotuidered  in  Committee- 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Clause  1  (Powers  of  Commissioners). 

Me.  FIETH  (Dundee),  in  moving,  in 
page  2,  line  5,  to  insert  the  word 
"  tweWe,"  inatead of  "  three,"  said,  that 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
inoreaso  the  amount  of  imprisonment 
which  the  Commission  might  award 
to  a  witneea  for  contempt  of  Court,  that 
contempt  of  Court  oonaiating  of  de- 
clining to  answer  queations  put  to  him 
CD  matters  which  the  Commissioners  had 
to  inquire  into.  Having  regard  to  the 
character  of  the  noble  Lord  and  others 
who  constituted  the  Commission,  he  sub- 
mitted that  that  was  not  too  much  power 
to  give  them.  Ho  was  of  opinion  that 
12  months  might  bo  deterrent,  while  fha 
ahorter  term  of  three  months  might  not. 

Amendment  proposed.  In  line  5,  to 
leare  out  the  word  ''  three,"  in  order  to 
insert  "  twelve."— (Jfr.  Firth.) 

QueatioD  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  three  '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  BEOEETAEY  of  STATE  Foa 
IM     HOME     DEPAETUENT    (Mr. 
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Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said,  he 
thought  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
would  not  persist  with  the  Amendment 
when  ho  came  to  consider  that  this  was 
a  pure  case  of  contempt  of  Court.  In 
the  Trades'  Unions  Commission  power 
was  given  to  the  Commissioners  to  com- 
mit a  man  for  three  months  if  he  was 
guilty  of  contempt  of  Court.  In  the 
Belfast  Hiota  Commission  a  similar 
power  was  given,  and  he  believed  that 
the  same  term  of  imprisonment  for  con- 
tempt of  Court  was  contained  in  one  of 
the  proviaions  of  the  Corrupt  Practices 
Prevention  Act.  Of  course,  he  agreed 
with  the  hon.  Member  that  they  might 
trust  to  the  discretion  that  would  be 
exercised  by  the  Court ;  but  he  was  of 
opinion  that  it  was  unnecessary  to  in- 
crease the  power  of  imprisonment. 

Mb.  FIETH  said,  he  believed  that  a 
longer  term  of  imprisonment  than  three 
months  had  been  inflicted  where  there 
had  been  contempt  of  Court  in  Election 
Petitions,  where  a  witness  deciined  to 
answer  questions  put  to  him  by  the 
Election  Commissioner.  In  one  case  a 
man  was  sent  to  prison  for  six  months, 
and  in  the  case  of  this  Commission  it 
was  certainly  one  which  demanded  that 
the  objects  of  the  Legielature  should  not 
he  defeated. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  2  and  3  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Indemnity  to  witnessea), 

Mr.  FIETU  said,  that  this  was  the 
(ilause  upon  which  he  had  asked  a  Ques- 
tion laat  night— namely,  whether  any 
provision  had  been  made  fur  the  pay- 
ment of  witnesses  who  were  required  to 
five  evidence  before  the  Commission  ? 
robably  some  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment would  answer  that  Question  now. 

TuE  UNDER  SEOEETAEY  op 
STATE  FOR  TiTB  HOME  DEPAET- 
MENT  (Mr.  Stuart- Woetlby)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)Baid,heunderatood  that  the 
Commission  had  been  drawn  up  in  the 
ordinary  form.  The  practice  was  for  the 
Commissioners  to  call  before  them  such 
witnesses  as  Ihoy  required,  and  to  exer- 
ciae  their  discretion  in  the  matter  of 
paying  their  expenses.  The  Commis- 
sioners would  have  power  to  refuse  the 
expenses  of  a  witneaa  if  they  considered 
that  he  had  not  spoken  the  (ruth. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
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Clause  5  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported,  without  Amendment. 

Mr.  MATTHEWS:  I  think  there 
will  be  no  objection  if  I  now  move  that 
the  Bill  be  read  the  third  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  *'  That 
the  Bill  bo  now  read  the  third  time," 
— {Mr,  Secretary  Matthews,) — put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 


LAND  LAW  (IRELAND)  (LAND  COMMIS- 
SION) BILL. 

MOTION  FOR  LEAVE.  [ADJOURNED  DEUATE."] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [26th  March], 

*'  That  leave  be  given  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
make  provision  for  the  better  disposal  of  the 
business  under  the  Land  Law  (Ireland)  Acts ; 
and  for  other  purposes  relating  thereto." 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  CLANCY  (Dublin  Co.,  N.)  said, 
that  the  Bill  was  a  most  disappointing 
and  unsatisfactory  answer  to  the  request 
which  had  been  made  to  the  Govern- 
ment ever  since  the  beginning  of  the 
Session,  not  only  by  the  Irish  Members 
who  sat  below  the  Gangway,  but  also 
by  the  hon.  ^Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.   W.   Russell).     The  grievance 
which  it  was  supposed  that  the  Bill 
would  remedy   was  that  there  was   a 
block  in  the  Land  Coui  t  which  prevented 
tenants  receiving    the  benefit    of    the 
Land  Act.     This  block  existed  in  every 
county  in  Ireland  at  the  present  mo- 
ment.    If  the   Question  Papers  were 
looked  over  for  the  last  five  or    six 
weeks  it  would  be  found  that  nearly 
every  Member  representing  a  popular 
constituency  in  Ireland  had  complained 
of  the  glut  of  cases  in  his  constituency ; 
but  they  had  all  been  put  off  from  time 
to  time  with  the  excuse  that  the  matter 
was  under  consideration,  or  that  there 
was  a  lack  of  mm  of  sulficient  legal 
standing  at   the  Irish  Bar  to  do  the 
work.     Take  liis  own   constituency  of 
County  Dublin,  where  the  block  was, 
perhaps,  not  so  bad  as  in  other  places, 
though   even   there  it   was  quite  bad 
enough.    In  the  years  1881  and  1882 
the  tenants  of  the  County  of  Dublin 
made  an  effort  to  get  into  the  Land 
Courts;  but  a  brief  experience  in  those 
Courts  induced  them  to  drop  that  ex- 
periment, as  the  reductions  given  were 


j  perfectly  farcical,   and  in  many  cases 
preposterously  small.    In  some  cases — 
upon  Lord  Talbot  de  Malahide's  estate, 
for  instance — the   rents    fixed  by  the 
Sub -Commission  era  exceeded  the  figures 
given  by  even  the  landlord's  valuer.  In 
consequence  of  this  state  of  affairs  the 
tenants    ceased    to    trouble  the  Land 
Courts.     Of  late,  however,    they  had 
gone  in  again,  and  those  who  had  had 
their  cases  heard  had  been  able  to  get 
sweeping  reductions.    But  the  bulk  of 
them  just  on  entering  the  Court,  from 
which  they  had  been  kept  out  for  five 
or  six  years,  had  been  stopped  on  the 
threshold  by  what  he  considered  was 
a  conspiracy  between  the  Government 
and  the  landlords  to  prevent  the  ten- 
ants from  getting  the  benefit  of  the  Act. 
The  result  was  that  the  tenants  must 
go  on  paying  the  old  rack-rents  which 
it  was   morally  certain  would,  if  the 
cases  could  be  heard,  be  reduced  from 
20  per  cent  to  50  per  cent.  Being  forced 
to  pay  these  rack-rents  they  would  get 
into  arrears,  and  under  the  '*  eviotion- 
made-easy  "  clauses  of  the  Land  Act  of 
1887  they  would  then  be  served  with 
notices  through  the  post,  which  would 
prevent  them  from  getting    into    the 
Land  Court  at  all.  These  circumstances 
had  been  present  to  the  minds  of  the 
Nationalist  Members  during  the  past 
six  weeks ;  they  had  also  been  present 
to  the  mind  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
South    Tyrone.     The    landlords    had 
grasped  at  Section  7  as  an  instrument 
for  robbing  their  tenants  and  turning 
them  out  of  their  holding^,  which  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  did  not  expect, 
but    which    the  Nationalist  Members 
fully  anticipated.    Meanwhile  the  block 
of  the  Land  Courts  continued,  and  ten- 
ants were  kept  out  who  would  otherwise, 
under  the  present  scale  of  prices,  obtain 
large  reductions.    At  last  the  Gt>vem- 
ment  had  brought  forward  an  answer 
to  their   complaints.     They  had  asked 
simply  for  an  addition  to  the  number  of 
Sub- Commissioners,  which  was  not  an 
unusual  demand,   because  such  addi- 
tions had  been  made  again  and  again. 
Most  of  the  excuses  given  by  the  Go- 
vernment for  not  following  the  usual 
course  were  preposterous  and  ridiculous. 
The  House  was  told  that  there  was  not 
enough  legal  talent  in  Ireland,  with 
800  practising  barribters,  to  fill  20  or 
25  extra  Sub-Commissionships.    He  re- 
marked that  the  Solicitor  G^eneral  baud 
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tbo  statement  without  any  reproof.  [The 
Solicitor  General  for  Irkland  (Mr. 
Madden)  (Dublin University)  dissented.] 
Did  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
object  to  the  statement  ? 

Mr.  madden  :  It  was  not  made. 

Mr.  CLANCY  said,  that  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  stated  in  the 
plainest  language  last  night  that  there 
was  a  lack  of  legal  talent  and  ability  at 
the  Irish  Bar.  Whereas  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  find  any  number  of 
Resident  Magistrates  possessed  of  legal 
knowledge  to  try  conspiracy  cases  under 
the  Coercion  Act,  which  was  a  much 
more  difficult  thing  in  many  cases  than 
deciding  points  under  the  Land  Act,  he 
could  not,  forsooth,  find  barristers  suffi- 
ciently learned  to  decide  those  points, 
most  of  which  had  been  decided  already. 
There  were  two  objections  to  the  Bill 
— first,  that  it  postponed  indefinitely  the 
grievance  which  they  lamented.  No 
additional  Commissioners  could  be  ap- 
pointed until  the  Bill  passed,  and  thus 
the  glut  of  the  Courts  would  continue. 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  must  be 
yery  sanguine,  and  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  must  have  great  confi- 
dence in  the  power  of  closure,  if  they 
thought  this  Bill  was  going  through 
in  two  or  three  weeks.  A  Bill  like 
this,  which  proposed  to  fix  the  consti- 
tution of  the  Land  Commission  for 
the  next  seven  years,  was  a  very 
important  Bill,  the  clauses  of  which 
most  necessarily  attract  a  great  deal  of 
attention  and  criticism.  He  anticipated 
— what  with  the  Local  Government  Bill, 
the  Financial  Scheme  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  all  the  new  versions 
of  the  British  Constitution  with  which 
they  were  threatened — that  the  Bill 
would  not  get  through  till  the  end  of  the 
Session.  The  consequence  would  be  that 
the  glut  in  the  Land  Court  would  in- 
crease, and  the  tenants  would  be  forced 
to  pay  rack-rents,  with  the  result  which 
he  had  stated.  The  second  objection  to 
the  Bill  was  that  it  would  hand  over  the 
settlement  of  oases  from  the  Land  Court 
to  the  County  Courts.  To  compel  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  to  go  into  the  County 
Courts  was  to  compel  them  to  submit  to 
robbery  and  confiscation.  The  House 
bad  passed  several  Land  Acts  of  a  bene- 
ficial character  for  Ireland.  If  the  Acts 
of  1870  and  1881  had  been  administered 
in  a  fair,  generous,  and  impartial  spirit 


the  present  Irish  land  crisis  would  never 
have  arisen.  Indeed,  he  believed  that 
if  the  Act  of  J  870  had  been  properly  ad- 
ministered the  Act  of  1881  would  not 
have  been  required ;  and  if  the  Act  of 
1881  had  been  administered  in  the  spirit 
in  which  it  was  passed,  there  would 
have  been  no  necessity  for  the  Acts  of 
1882,  1885,  and  1887.  But  the  adminis- 
trators of  the  Act  of  1870,  like  those  of 
the  Act  of  1881,  killed  the  Act  instead  of 
carrying  it  out.  They  were  County 
Court  Judges  and  Chairmen  of  Quarter 
Sessions,  and  they  were  landlords  to  a 
man.  A  good  many  of  them  were  subse- 
quently proved  to  be  rack-renting  land- 
lords. No  wonder  that  the  Acts  which 
they  administered  proved  insufficient  to 
meet  the  grievances  of  the  tenants.  Now 
it  was  proposed  to  go  back  to  the  step 
that  was  abandoned  in  1881,  and  to 
hand  over  the  tenants  of  Ireland  to  bo 
ground  to  powder  by  gentlemen  who 
were,  practically,  of  the  same  class,  and 
who,  although  they  were  first-rate 
lawyers,  were  still  so  imbued  with  the 
landlord  spirit  that  they  could  not  pos- 
sibly be  expected  to  administer  the  Act 
in  a  spirit  of  fairness.  The  Land  Com- 
mission Courts  had  been  chosen  by  99 
per  cent  of  the  tenants  in  preference  to 
the  County  Courts,  and  only  two  Judges 
of  County  Courts  had  had  any  con- 
siderable number  of  cases  before  them. 
The  County  Court  Judges  had  been  mis- 
trusted by  the  tenants,  and  justly  so, 
and  yet  it  was  to  these  gentlemen  the 
tenants  of  Ireland  were  to  be  handed 
over  to  be  still  further  robbed  in  logal 
fashion.  The  lay  assessors  who  were  to 
be  appointed  to  advise  the  Judges  would 
also  be  landlords'  men.  He  had  no  con- 
fidence either  in  the  promised  additions 
to  the  strength  of  the  Commission,  be- 
cause so  many  of  the  recently  appointed 
Sub-Commissioners  had  been  either 
rack-renting  landlords  or  their  agents. 
If  this  Bill  was  to  be  the  answer  to  the 
requests  of  the  tenants  and  their  Hepre- 
sentatives  to  have  the  Land  Commission 
Courts  strengthened,  he  might  say  that 
the  idea  of  a  good  many  tenants  would 
be  that  the  Plan  of  Campaign  would  be 
a  very  much  better  invention.  The  Bill 
was  a  fraud  on  the  tenants  of  Ireland. 
It  was  insolent  and  an  outrage,  and,  in 
his  opinion,  it  was  evidence  of  the  con- 
spiracy entered  into  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  landlords  of  Ireland, 
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LoED  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
(Padding^on,  S.)  said,  that  his  right  lion. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had,  no  doubt  knowingly,  raised  a  very 
large  question  indeed  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  this  measure.  It  was  not  a  large 
one  altogether  from  the  point  of  view  of 
tho  hon.  Member  who  had  last  spoken, 
but  it  was  from  another  point  of  view. 
Thoy  wore  placed  in  some  difTiculty,  be- 
cause tho  Chief  Secretary,  from  the 
exigencies  of  time  on  Monday  night, 
was  unable  to  explain  fully  tho  object 
of  the  Bill  and  tho  motives  which  led 
him  to  introduce  it.  Therefore,  in  any 
observations  he  made  he  hoped  his  right 
hon.  Friend  would  understand  that  if 
ho  was  in  error  in  any  way  it  was  be- 
cause his  explanation,  under  the  circum- 
stances of  last  night,  was  not  sufUciently 
clear  or  complete.  And  if  he  opposed 
the  Bill  on  insufRcient  ground,  it  would 
be  in  his  power,  as  he  had  the  right  to 
reply,  to  enlighten  the  House  more  fully 
as  to  his  measure.  He  understood  the 
hon.  Member  for  North  Dublin  (Mr. 
Clancy)  to  oppose  the  Bill  on  two 
grounds — first,  because  it  would  take  a 
long  time  to  pass,  and  no  additional 
Commissioners  could  be  appointed  to 
revise  rents  until  it  was  passed ;  and, 
secondly,  because,  as  representing  the 
tenantry  of  Ireland,  ho  did  not  pro- 
fess the  same  amount  of  confidence  in 
the  jurisdiction  and  administration  of 
the  County  Courts  that  lie  had  in  tho 

i'urisdiction  and  administration  of  the 
jand  Commission.  Those  were  two 
widely  difforent  objections,  and  ho  had 
some  sympathy  with  the  first,  but  none 
with  the  second.  Tho  County  Court 
was,  or  it  ought  to  be,  an  excellent 
tribunal  for  the  determination  of  dis- 
Xiutes  about  the  hiring  of  land.  He  had 
been  under  the  impression  that  the 
County  Courts  gave  satisfaction  to  the 
mass  of  ordinary  suitors  who  came 
before  them.  Undoubtedly,  the  County 
Courts  had  the  advantage  over  the 
Courts  of  the  Sub- Commissioners  that 
the  County  Court  Judges  were  trained 
lawyers  who  had  had  much  experience 
in  judicial  matters  and  in  litigation  of 
all  kinds.  A  County  Court  Judge  was 
not  picked  up  haphazard  from  the  Irish 
Bar,  as  the  exigencies  of  time  or 
lower  political  motives  might  force 
Party  Leaders  to  select  adherents ;  but 
he  was  a  man  selected  by  presumed  fit- 
ness for  high  judicial  duty.    Therefore, 


a  County  Court  oueht  to  be  theoretically 
the  best  tribunal  for  the  settlement  of 
these  land  disputes;    that    being  the 
case,  he  did  not  sympathize  wiUi  the 
hon.  Member's  second  objection.    Bat 
for  the  first  objection  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber there  was  a  great  deal  to  be  said. 
He  understood  there  was  a  great  desire 
on  the  part  of  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  to 
take  advantage  of  the  Bill  of  last  year, 
and  this  was  especially  the  case  with 
leaseholders.     An  enormous  namber  of 
applications  for  the  valuation  of  land 
had  been  filed  ;  and  if  the  peace  of  Ire- 
land was  the  first  thing  tney  onght  to 
consider,  means  should  be  taken  to  deal 
with  these  applications  without  delay. 
Obviously,  on  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  raising 
complicated  issues,  delay  must  arise  be- 
fore the  very  difficult,  the  burning  ques- 
tion, of  the  valuation  of  land  could  be 
settled.     On  that  ground  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  would  do  well  to 
consider  whether  it: would  not  be  better 
to  deal  expeditiously  with  the    more 
pressing  difficulty  of  the  valuation  of 
rents  on  the  part  of  the  new  claimants, 
the  persons  who  had  chosen  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  privilege  of  g^ing  into 
the  Land  Courts,   in  order  that  they 
might  not  only  suffer  no  injustice,  bat, 
what  was  equally  important,  that  they 
might  not  think  they  suffered  any.  The 
Chief  Secretary,  by  this  Bill,  had  forced 
the  House  of  Commons  to  review  and 
re-examine  the  entire  machinery  set  up 
by  Parliament  in  recent  years  for  the 
settlement  of  the  disputes  which  existed 
in  relation  to  land  in  Ireland.    That 
machinery   was  most  complicated,  in- 
volved,  and    expensive ;  and,   on    the 
whole,  ho  would  say  it  was  a  machinexy 
not  characterized  by  sanity  or  reason, 
but  rather,   perhaps,   by  insanity  and 
unreason.     At  present  there  were  three 
separate  tribunals  for  the  regulation  of 
the  many  disputes  concerning  the  hire 
and  sale  of  land  which  existed  in  Ire- 
land, all  of  which  were  independent,  and 
some  antagonistic  to  each  other.    There 
was,  in  the  first  place,  the  old  Landed 
Estates  Court,  an  admirable  institution, 
and  he  deeply  regretted  that  that  tri- 
bunal was  not  more  regarded  by  Parlia- 
ment in  the  earlier    land  legislation. 
Having  all  the  machinery  of  a  Court 
of  Law,   it  cost  the  country  between 
£12,000  and  £15,000  a-year,  and  yet  he 
believed  he  was  not  exaggerating  when 
he  said  that  at  the  present  monjienty  and 
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for  some  time  past,  it  had  nothing  to 
do,  nor  was  it  likely  to  have  anything 
to  do ;  as  a  friend  had  recently  ex- 
pressed it — "  Literally  the  staff  of  the 
Court  had  nothing  to  do,  except  to  read 
the  newspapers  and  pass  their  time  in 
tho  best  way  they  can."  It  was  set  up 
by  Act  of  Parliament  in  1857,  he  be- 
lieved, and  it  was  a  magnificent  machine, 
but  it  was  perfectly  useless.  Then  there 
was  the  Land  Commission  set  up  in 
1881  ;  and,  besides  that,  there  was  the 
Commission  for  the  purpose  of  pur- 
chase set  up  by  the  Land  Act  of 
1885.  These  two  Commissions  between 
them  cost  the  country  about  £110,000 
or  £112,000  a-year.  Now,  would  it 
be  believed  that  those  two  Commis- 
sions were  unwittingly  neutralizing  each 
others'  acts  ?  The  more  the  Land  Com- 
mission worked  at  the  revising  of  rents, 
the  more  Parliament  encouraged  it  to 
lower  rents,  the  less  the  Commission  for 
Purchase  would  have  to  do ;  the  more 
the  Commissioners  of  Purchase  of  Land 
had  to  do  the  less  the  Commissioners 
would  have  to  do  for  the  revising  of  rent, 
and  yet  they  were  keeping  those  two 
Commissions  alive,  and  were  encourag- 
ing them  to  find  work  for  themselves, 
although  it  was  obvious  to  even  the 
meanest  intellect  that  the  objects  the 
two  tribunals  were  driving  at  were  hope- 
lessly incompatible  with  each  other.  It 
was  worth  the  notice  of  the  House  and 
the  public  that  these  three  tribunals  cost 
the  country  from  £130.000  to  £140,000 
a-year,  and  that  they  were  independent, 
and  two  of  them  were  absolutely  an- 
tagonistic. The  efforts  of  all  this  great 
land  machinery  had  been  to  reduce  the 
rental  of  Ireland  by  some  £2,000,000 
a-year,  he  believed,  approximately,  and 
it  had  cost  the  country  over  £500,000  to 
effect  that  reduction.  Was  that,  he 
asked,  common  sense?  He  submitted 
it  was  not.  And  when  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary brought  in  a  Bill  which  was  to  add 
to  the  existing  machinery  the  House 
was  justified  in  calling  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  review,  not  the  policy,  but  the 
whole  system  of  machinery  regulating 
the  dealing  with  land  in  Ireland.  The 
Bill  proposed  to  add  £800  a-year  to  the 
salary  of  the  County  Court  Judge,  and 
to  give  him  two  assistants,  who,  he 
supposed,  would  receive  between  them 
close  upon  £1,000  a-year.  The  House 
did  not  know  to  what  extent  this  was  to 
appl^.    Was  it  to  appl^  to  the  whole  of 


the  County  Court  Judges  in  Ireland? 
If  so,  there  would  be  no  economy,  and 
that  could  not  be  intended.  On  the 
other  hand,  all  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  more  directly  representing  the 
tenantry  asked  for  was  a  moderate  and 
temporary  addition  of  six  or  eight  Sub- 
Commissioners  to  the  existing  machinery. 
He  found  that  there  had  been  a  reduc- 
tion in  the  number  of  Sub-Commissioners 
this  year  as  compared  with  last  year  of 
1 5,  and  he  did  not  gather  that  the  exi- 

5encies  of  the  present  rush  into  the 
ourt  on  the  part  of  the  leaseholders 
demanded  a  more  than  temporary  ad- 
dition to  the  Land  Commission  of  10  or 
12  Commissioners.  If  he  had  to  choose 
between  such  temporary  addition  and  a 
larger  and  more  permanent  addition  that 
was  to  be  made  to  the  staff  and  salary  of 
the  County  Court  Judges,  he  preferred 
the  proposal  which  emanated  from  the 
Benches  opposite,  because  when  the 
rents  had  been  valued  he  imagined  that 
the  Commissioners  would  be  dismissed 
from  their  appointments;  whereas  he  had 
no  security  whatever  that  if  the  County 
Court  Judge  got  an  increase  to  his  staff 
and  salary  he  would  readily  part  with 
either  of  those  present  adjuncts  to  his 
appointment.  He  was  disposed  to  give 
great  credit  to  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
introducing  this  Bill,  and  for  being  un- 
willing to  increase  the  expenses  of  the 
Land  Commission  by  the  appointment 
of  additional  Commissioners;  but  he 
should  like  to  see  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man aiming  at  a  more  perfect  method 
of  dealing  with  this  great  question  of 
machinery  for  the  settlement  of  land 
questions.  The  present  measure  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  he  did  not  think  was 
large  enough.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man tried  to  unite  the  whole  of  the 
machinery  for  land  disputes  in  Ireland 
into  one,  to  be  animated  by  one  mind 
and  one  policy,  and  managed  by  one 
staff,  whether  as  regarded  the  purchase 
or  the  valuation  of  land,  that,  he  thought, 
would  be  an  object  well  worthy  of  his 
great  ability  and  of  all  the  talent  which 
he  had  shown  in  the  administration  of 
Irish  affairs.  That  would  be  a  worthy 
and  a  groat  object ;  but  the  Bill  seemed 
to  him,  while  recognizing  the  enormous 
evil  and  the  absurdity  of  the  present 
state  of  things,  to  afford  no  adequate 
relief  for  that  state  of  things  at  all.  He 
would  much  sooner  see  the  more  slovenly 
and  less  perfect  method  of  Courts  cou- 
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tinned,  and  that  the  Chief  Secretary  should 
take  time  before  presenting,  as  he  hoped 
he  would,  to  Parliament  a  complete 
floheme,  than  that  thoy  should  have  such 
a  Bill  as  this.  The  great  thing  was  to 
put  this  immense  judicial  machinery, 
which  cost  the  country  such  an  enormous 
sum  of  money,  on  something  like  a  final 
and  permanent  basis.  From  tho  point 
of  view  of  economy,  and  not  less  from 
tho  standpoint  of  the  peace  of  Ireland, 
he  attached  great  importance  to  what 
had  fallen  from  hon.  Members  opposite. 
If  tho  Government  delayed  the  settle- 
ment of  the  claims  of  the  tenants  by 
legislation  of  this  kind  they  might  add 
largely  to  their  difficulties  in  regard  to 
administration.  At  the  same  time,  the 
measure  of  the  Chief  Secretary  was  in- 
adequate to  the  real  evil  as  regarded 
the  machinery  of  land  litigation  in 
Ireland,  and  he  earnestly  trusted  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  recon- 
sider it,  and  before  long  bring  in  a  Bill 
to  deal  with  the  subject  more  largely  and 
more  permanently. 

Mr.  T.  W.  RUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) 
said,  he  did  not  think  the  Ilouse  would 
bo  disposed  to  regret  that,  by  the  acci- 
dent of  last  night,  they  had  secured  a 
little  time  for  the  consideration,  not  only 
of  the  speech  of  tho  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
but  of  his  proposal  as  embodied  in  his 
Bill.  If  they  had  secured  nothing  else, 
they  had,  at  least,  secured  tho  most 
statesmanlike  speech  of  tho  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill) — a  speech  which 
would  have  its  full  weight  and  effect  in 
Ireland.  What  wore  the  facts  of  this 
question  ?  In  his  speech  last  night  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  complained 
somewliat  that  for  the  last  four  or  five 
weeks  Members  from  Ireland  had  been 
pressing  tho  Government  upon  the  block 
in  tho  Land  Courts.  He  asked  tho  right 
lion.  Gentleman  to  believe  that  none  of 
them  pressed  the  Government  without 
being  severely  pressed  themselves.  The 
block  in  the  Land  Courts  was  unques- 
tioned, and  there  was  not  a  single  Mem- 
ber representing  an  agricultural  con- 
stituency in  Ireland  who  had  not  been 
importuned  by  his  constituents  to  bring 
this  question  before  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. What  was  the  result  of  the 
J)ressure  they  had  been  applying  for  the 
ast  four  or  fiva  weeks  upon  the  Govern- 
ment of   Ireland?     The  Government 

l,ord  Randolph  Churchill 


proposed  to  get  rid  of  one  grievance  by 
creating  a  still  greater  grievance.  What 
was  the  proposal  in  the  first  part  of  the 
Bill  outlined  by  the  Chief  Secretary  last 
night  ?  As  things  stood  now,  an  Irish 
tenant,  who  considered  his  rent  an  aDfair 
rent,  had  the  option  or  the  choice  of 
going  to  the  Court  of  Quarter  Sessions  be- 
fore the  County  Court  Judge,  or  of  going 
to  the  Land  Commissioners'  Court.  The 
Bill  outlined  by  the  Chief  Secretary  laat 
night  proposed  to  destroy  that  option 
and  that  choice,  and  to  force  a  ccoiaia 
number  of  tenants  into  whatever  Court 
tho  Land  Commissioners  in  Dublin 
thought  fit  to  send  them.  The  Land 
Commission  in  Dublin  was  set  up  as  a 
kind  of  Committee  of  Selection  who  were 
to  say  to  one  set  of  tenants  <'  G^  here," 
and  they  must  go,  and  to  another  set  of 
tenants  *'Go  there,"  and they'mnst  go; 
and,  if  he  did  not  mistake,  the  end  would 
be  that  the  tenants  would  resolve  to 
withdraw  their  originating  notices  and 
go  nowhere.  No  one  had  ever  heard  him 
say,  since  he  had  had  a  seat  in  the 
Ilouse,  either  in  or  out  of  the  House, 
one  word  calculated  to  either  bring  the 
law  into  contempt,  or  to  reflect  on  the 
administration  of  the  law.  He  had 
never  used  any  such  language,  and  he 
was  certainly  not  going  to  do  so  that  day. 
Let  them  reduce  this  proposal  of  the 
Government  to  the  concrete  and  see 
what  it  meant.  He  would  take  the 
single  County  of  Donegal.  Outside  the 
Barony  of  Raphoe,  the  County  of  Donegal 
was  one  of  the  poorest  counties  in  Ire- 
land. Who  was  the  Chairman  of  that 
county;  who  was  the  County  Court 
Judge  ?  He  had  had  for  many  years 
the  personal  friendship  of  Dr.  Webb,  a 
most  brilliant,  able,  and  conscientious 
lawyer,  and,  for  his  part,  he  should  be 
ready  to  submit  any  case  of  his  to  Dr. 
Webb's  jiiJgment.  But  while  he  was 
perfectly  certain  that  the  County  Court 
Judge  in  Donegal  and  the  County  Court 
Judgos  of  Ireland  generally  would  bring 
the  utmost  conscientiousness  to  the  dis- 
charge of  any  duty  they  undertook,  ho 
asked  the  House  if  it  was  nothing  to 
carry  the  sentiment  of  tho  people  with 
them  in  the  administration  of  this  law  ? 
Who  was  Dr.  Webb  whom  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
place  over  the  tenantry  of  Donegal  ? 
Dr.  Webb  was  the  author  of  ConfUcaiian 
versus  CotitraeL  He  was,  or  rather,  he 
was  formerly,  the  brilliant  pamphleteer 
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of  the  Landlords'  Committee,  and  went 
as  near  proving  as  mortal  man  could 
prove,  that  the  whole  Land  Legislation 
since  1870  had  heen  sheer  robbery. 
Again  he  (Mr.  T.  W.  Euesell)  said  that, 
BO  far  as  he  was  personally  concerned  he 
was  prepared  to  trust  Dr.  Webb,  and 
to  trust  the  whole  of  the  County  Court 
Judges  of  Ireland ;  but  he  maintained 
that  the  poor  peasants  in  Donegal,  and 
the  poor  peasants  throughout  Ireland 
would  simply  recognize  that  thoir  case 
had  been  handed  over  to  a  landlord's 
man,  and  there  would  be  one  more 
grievance  planted  deep  down  in  the 
hearts  of  the  people.  In  all  sincerity,  and 
with  no  bitterness  whatever,  he  asked 
the  Government  to  pause  before  they 
took  this  step,  to  look  well  at  what 
they  were  doing.  Then  he  came  to  the 
question  of  the  assessors  who  were  to  sit 
with  the  County  Court  Judge.  They 
were  called  **  Court  Valuers."  These 
gentlemen  were  very  old  friends. 
Everybody  who  had  been  concerned  in 
the  land  question  in  Ireland  had  heard 
of  Court  Valuers  over  and  over  again. \ 
They  appeared  first  of  all  about  the 
year  1883  under  the  auspices  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Bridgeton  Division  of  Glasgow  (Sir 
George  Trevelyan),  but  they  were  re- 
jected by  the  House.  They  appeared 
in  the  Bill  of  last  year,  but  were  again 
rejected  by  the  House.  Why  did  they 
turn  up  now  ?  The  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  explained  his  action  last 
night.  He  told  the  House  that  there 
was  a  difficulty  in  getting  competent 
lawyers.  He  (Mr.  T.  W.  Eussell) 
should  not  be  in  the  least  surprised  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  heard  of  an 
indignation  meeting  in  the  Hall  of 
the  Four  Courts  to-day.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ako  said  that  there 
were  difficulties  in  constituting  fresh 
Commissions ;  that  there  were  Trea- 
sury difficulties,  and  that  time  would  bo 
lost,  and  delay  occur,  if  the  Government 
were  to  appoint  fresh  Commissioners. 
He  (Mr.  T.  W.  Russell)  wanted  the 
House  to  understand  what  really  lay  at 
the  bottom  of  all  this.  In  his  opinion, 
the  Sub-Commission  Courts  —  aye, 
eyen  those  chosen  by  the  present  Lord 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland — had  felt  them- 
selves constrained  by  the  circumstances 
and  facts  of  the  case  to  give  very  large 
redactions  in  rent,  and  he  looked  upon 
this  proposal,  and  the  tenantry  of  Ire- 
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land  would  look  upon  it,  as  simply  a 
desperate  effort  to  undo  the  work  of  the 
Sub- Commission  Courts.  The  tenan- 
try of  Ireland  would  look  upon  this  as 
a  stay  put  upon  the  proceedings  of  the 
Sub-Commissioners,  who,  in  his  opinion, 
had  being  doing  substantial  justice  all 
round,  no  matter  what  class  they  had 
been  chosen  from.  They  had  not  been 
fixing  fair  rents  in  view  of  family 
charges  and  mortgages  that  had  been 
piled  up  in  the  past ;  they  had  been 
fixing  fair  rents  in  view  of  the  state  of 
agriculture  to-day.  He  maintained 
that  the  tenantry  of  Ireland  would  look 
upon  the  proposal  to  hand  them  over 
to  the  County  Court  Judges,  and  to 
these  Court  Valuers,  as  a  proposal  sim- 
ply to  put  aside  the  Sub- Commissioners, 
and  he  believed  there  would  be  great 
danger  that  the  tenantry  would  refuse 
to  go  into  the  Court  at  all.  He  could 
not  think  that  this  was  a  result  that  the 
Government  could  wish  to  bring  about. 
He  said  nothing  about  the  peace  of  Ire- 
land. He  stood  here  to-day  to  plead 
for  fair  play  between  man  and  man,  and 
what  were  they  told  ?  They  were  prac- 
tically told  by  this  Bill  that  unless  they 
accepted  the  proposals  regarding  the 
reconstitution  of  the  Land  Commis- 
sion, to  which  tho  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Paddington  (Lord  Han- 
dolph  Churchill)  had  referred — unless 
they  accepted  the  proposals  regarding 
the  reconstitution  of  the  Commission ; 
proposals  of  the  greatest  magnitude, 
proposals  of  the  utmost  importance,  pro- 
posals that  would  require  to  be  debated 
for  many  an  hour  in  the  House  before  they 
were  allowed  to  pass;  they  were  told  that 
unless  they  consented  to  this  Bill  as  a 
whole,  they  would  not  get  the  part  of  it 
which  was  designed  to  relieve  the  block 
which  existed  in  the  Land  Court.  He 
thought  the  Government  were  commit- 
ting another  mistake  in  the  thorny  pro- 
blem of  Irish  land  legislation,  and  he 
could  not  help  saying  that  he  rejoiced 
that  by  the  accident  of  last  night,  at  all 
events,  they  had  got  time  to  discuss 
the  Bill  to-day,  and  that  the  tenants  of 
Ireland  would  have  time  to  look  the 
proposals  in  the  face  during  the  Easter 
Eecess.  He  very  much  mistook  if, 
when  the  people  in  the  Province  of 
Ulster  and  elsewhere  knew  what  was  in 
store  for  them,  this  House  did  not  hear 
of  it  loudly  and  strongly  after  the 
Easter  Eecess. 
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is  miBrepresented  by  hon.  Memben  op- 
posite. The  lion.  Member  for  North 
Dublin  asked  what  we  meant  by  Baying 
that  there  were  not  a  sufficient  number 
of  legal  gentlemen  at  the  Irish  Bar, 
and  the  hon .  Member  for  South  Tyrone, 
with  his  lively  imagination  and  Tig^roos 
rhotorie,  had  spoken  of  an  indignation 
meeting  in  the  Four  Courts.  For  my 
own  part,  however,  I  do  not  think  it 
likely  that  what  I  have  said  will  be  bo 
singularly  misunderstood  in  Dublin  as 
it  lias  been  by  some  hon.  Members  in 
til  at  House.  What  I  said  was  that  for 
appointments  essentially  temporary  it 
was  impossible  to  get  such  good  lawyers 
to  deal  with  difficult  cases  as  if  we  went 
to  gentlemen  like  County  Court  Judges, 
who  receive  large  salaries  and  are  ap- 
pointed for  life,  and  who  are  the  piok  of 
everything  in  the  second  flight  of  the  Irish 
Bar.  Can  anyone  seriously  maintain  that 
that  could  be  said  of  the  g^at  mass  of 
thoFe  whom  he  should  be  able  to  secure 
for  the  temporary  work  of  Sub-Commis- 
sioners ?  I  turn  to  the  observations  of 
my  noble  Friend  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington,  which  dealt  with  the  second 
part  of  our  proposals,  on  whioh  I  was 
hardly  able  to  touch  last  night.  My 
noble  Friend  said  I  was,  wittingly  no 
doubt,  opening  up  a  very  large  and  im- 
portant (question.  My  noble  Friend  is 
right.  I  was  opening  up  a  large  and 
important  question  by  even  touching  the 
Land  Courts  in  Ireland,  but  it  was  not 
by  choice  that  I  touched  it.  My  noble 
Friend  is  aware  that  the  Land  Com- 
mission lapses  this  year. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHURCHILL: 
Yes ;  quite  so. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR :  Therefore,  it 
does  not  rest  with  the  Oovemment  to 
say  whether  or  not  we  shall  touoh  it. 
We  must  touch  it;  and  my  noble 
Friend,  who  is  imperfectly  acquainted 
with  our  proposals,  thinks  them  inade- 
quate, and  that  we  ought  to  deal  in  a 
larger  spirit  of  reform  with  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Courts  which  have  to  do  with 
the  land.  I  will  travel  thus  far  with  my 
noble  Friend ;  I  will  admit  that  if  I  had 
unlimited  time  at  my  disposal,  if  I  could 
ask  the  House  to  give  many  days  and 
nights  to  the  subject,  I  might  propose 
to  deal  with  the  Land  Courts  as  consti- 
tuted by  the  Acts  of  1881  and  1885  and 
with  the  Landed  Estates  Court  in  which 
Mr.  Justice  Monroe  presides.  But  the 
time  to  carry  a  vast  legal  scheme  of  re- 


The  CHIEF  SECRETARY  tor  IRE- 
LAND (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester, 
E.) :  The  lion.  Member  who  has  just  sat 
down  has  attacked  with  great  and,  I 
think,  unnecessar}'  bitterness  of  spirit  a 
proposal  which,  in  tho  nature  of  the 
case,  he  could  only  imperfectly  under- 
stand. Tho  sinccro  dosiro  of  tho  Go- 
vernment in  putting  forward  that  part 
of  the  Bill  which  throws  additional  work 
upon  the  County  Court  Judges  was  that 
great  and  rapid  progress  should  be 
made  with  tho  cases  now  ponding  before 
the  Courts.  Mv  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill),  in  his  remarks, 
suggested,  while  quite  recognizing  that 
these  arrears  should  bo  dealt  with,  that 
instead  of  a  plan  adumbrated  by  the 
Bill  we  should  appoint  10  or  12  ad- 
ditional gentlemen,  who  should  occupy 
themselves  in  dealing  with  these  arrears. 
The  plan  of  tlie  Government  is,  in  my 
opinion,  far  moro  calculated  to  deal 
rapidly  with  this  qurtion  of  arrears. 
We  should  have  at  once  tho  services  ol 
18  competent  lawyers,  with  whom  we 
should  constitute  36  lay  Commiesioners, 
and  they  would  undoubtedly  bo  able  to 
make  extremely  rapid  progress  with 
the  business.  But  if  hon.  Gentle- 
men are  so  anxious  before  tlioy  see 
the  proposals  of  tho  Government  in 
print  that  they  should  be  rejected, 
let  them  not  blame  me  afterwards  if 
the  result  is  that  arrears  are  not  so 
quickly  dealt  with  as  they  would  have 
been  by  the  Bill  that  I  now  propose  to 
tho  House.  The  proposal  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill),  which 
met  with  the  cheers  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  below  the  Gangway,  and  which, 
I  believe,  met  with  the  approval  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr.  T. 
W.  Ru88ell),  is  a  small  proposal  to  deal 
with  arrears.  The  Government  proposal 
is  a  big  proposal  to  deal  with  arrears. 
But,  as  I  have  said  before,  I  do  not 
wisli  to  press  it  wholly  without  con- 
sideration for  the  views  of  those  who 
represented  the  tenantry  of  Ireland.  It 
is  intended  in  their  interests;  and  if 
they  do  not  like  it  I  am  unwilling  to 
force  it  down  their  throats.  But  I  warn 
them,  and  the  House  ought  to  take  the 
warning,  that  the  result  must  necessarily 
be  that  the  arrears  will  not  be  as  quickly 
dealt  with  as  under  the  plan  which  the 
Government  propose.  Let  me  deal  with 
one  aspect  of  the  ease,  which,  I  think. 
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Higli  Court,  and  thus  to  strengthen  the 
Court  which  has  to  do  with  purely  legal 
questions.  At  the  same  time  the  Go- 
vernment are  of  opinion  that  Mr.  Justice 
O'Hagan's  great  legal  acquirements 
might  usefully  be  employed  in  dealing 
with  the  legal  aspect  of  the  questions 
which  come  before  the  Purchase  Com- 
mission. At  present  he  has  nothing  to 
do  with  it.  The  Government  consider 
that  while  they  are  committing  a  great 
waste  of  time  in  compelling  Mr.  Justice 
O'Hagan  to  deal  with  questions  of  pure 
valuation,  they  are  also  committing  a 
great  waste  of  time  in  not  enabling  him 
to  deal  with  legal  questions  for  which 
his  great  competence  so  well  qualifies 
him.  I  think,  therefore,  that  though 
our  proposals  do  not  go  so  far  as  my 
noble  Friend  desires,  he  will  probably 
be  inclined,  taking  into  account  the  cir- 
cumstances, to  withdraw  some  of  the 
criticisms  which  he  passed  upon  the 
measure  I  introduced  last  night,  and  to 
admit  that  the  Bill  will  necessarily  cover 
some  of  the  ground  which  he  desires  to 
see  occupied. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  that  a  great  deal  of  what  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  now  stated  was  in  addi- 
tion to  what  he  had  said  last  night. 
What  his  right  hon.  Friend  said  last 
night  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  Land 
Court. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUK:  My  noble 
Friend  is  quite  right.  I  got  up  to 
make  my  statement  at  a  quarter  to  12, 
and  I  was  not  able  to  put  the  whole 
case  for  the  Bill  before  the  House. 
What  I  would  respectfully  submit,  as 
the  best  course  for  the  House  to  adopt, 
is  that  the  House  should  allow  the  Bill 
to  be  read  a  first  time  and  printed.  The 
provisions  which  it  contains,  whether 
hon.  Members  value  them  or  not,  were 
assuredly  not  to  be  condemned  unheard. 
I  will  not  show  myself  specially  obdurate 
in  pressing  the  details  with  regard  to 
the  Land  Commission,  but  I  should  like 
even  those  details  to  be  seen  in  print 
before  the  House  rejects  them.  Let  the 
Bill  be  printed  during  the  holidays,  and 
let  hon.  Gentlemen  consider  it  in  a 
cooler  spirit  than  they  have  already 
shown.  ["Oh,  oh."]  I  do  not  wish 
to  hurt  their  feelings,  nor  do  I  see  any 
reason  for  the  violent  criticisms  they 
have  expressed ;  but  hon.  Members 
opposite  have  described  the  Bill  as  a 
conspiracy  between  the  Government;  an4 


form  is  not  at  my  disposal.  Everybody 
knows  the  important  business  with 
which  the  House  will  have  to  deal,  and 
I  am  therefore  obliged  to  cut  down  to 
the  narrowest  limits  tho  Irish  measures 
which  it  will  be  my  duty  to  lay  before  the 
House,  and  it  is  fof  that  reason  that  I 
cannot  suggest  to  the  House  such  a  vast 
plan  as  my  noble  Friend  would  like  me 
to  take  in  hand.  But  I  must  inform  my 
noble  Friend  that  the  scheme  is  not  so 
utterly  insufficient  as  ho  supposes  from 
the  inadequate  statement  made  last 
night.  It  is  perfectly  true  that  I  do  not 
propose  to  touch  the  Landed  Estates 
Court  in  which  Mr.  Justice  Monroe  is 
doing  such  good  work.  I  do  not  think 
that  Mr.  Justice  Monroe  is  leading  that 
life  of  dignity  and  ease  which  my  noble 
Friend  supposes.  Mr.  Justice  Monroe 
will  probably  differ  in  opinion  from  my 
noble  Friend. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUECHILL 
said,  he  spoke  on  the  highest  authority. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  But  leaving 
that  Court  aside,  we  do  attempt  some, 
as  I  think,  very  important  reforms  in  the 
constitution  of  the  Land  Court.  That 
Court  consists  of  two  practically  indepen- 
dent Commissions.  The  Act  of  1885 
has  been  interpreted  by  the  Land  Court 
as  obliging  them  to  hand  over  the  whole 
work  of  purchase  to  the  Purchase  Com- 
missioners appointed  under  Lord  Ash- 
bourne's Act,  and  to  abstain  from  any 
interference  with  their  work.  One  re- 
sult of  that  is  that  the  two  divisions  of 
the  Court  appeared  to  take  opposite 
Aides.  The  Bill  proposes  to  amalga- 
mate those  two  Courts  into  one.  We 
take  powers  for  the  Treasury  to  abolish 
that  part  of  the  Court  dealing  with  the 
Land  Question,  supposing  their  work 
should  come  to  an  end.  We  do  more 
than  that.  As  the  Court  is  at  present 
constituted  Judge  O'Hagan,  a  lawyer 
of  the  highest  eminence,  is  obliged  to 
travel  about  the  country  dealing  with 
small  questions  of  fact  with  respect  to 
which  his  legal  knowledge  is  wholly  un- 
necessary, and  the  two  lay  Commissioners 
spend  their  time  in  listening  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  questions  of  pure  law,  as  to 
which  they  are  not  in  theory  qualified  to 
give  an  opinion.  The  Government  pro- 
pose to  give  more  elasticity  to  the  Court, 
to  enable  the  lay  Commissioners  to  de- 
cide questions  of  fact  not  of  law,  and  on 
important  questions  of  law  to  associate 
Jua|^e  O'Hagan  with  a  Judge  of  the 
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tho   landlords  to   prevent  the   tenants 
from  coming  into  Court. 

Mn.  T.  W.  EUSSELL :  I  never  do- 
scribed  it  as  a  conspiracy. 

Mr.  CLANCY  :  But  1  did. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BAIiFOUK:  My  hon. 
Friend  the  j^roniber  for  »Sou!]i  Tvrone 
lins  stated  that  it  w:is  the-  last  despairing 
eiloit  of  tlio  luTidlord  class. 

Mu.  T.  W.  IIUSSKLL  said,  the  light 
lion.  CfCMitlcman  totally  misunderstood 
him.  What  he  j^aid  was  that  it  was 
auothcr  mistake  on  the  thorny  road  of 
land  legislation. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  :  I  will  not 
farther  allude  to  whiit  \^as  evidently  a 
casual  rlR-torical  figure  of  speech. 
When  the  ]*ill  was  described  as  a 
conspiracy  I  trembled  to  think  what 
might  occur  if  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  went  beyond  what  was  said  by 
the  hon.  Member  below  the  Gangway. 
My  noble  Friend  the  Member  fur  South 
Paddington  read  out  from  the  Estimates 
certain  statements  wiiii  regard  to  the 
Sub- Commissioners  now  at  work.  I 
cannot  reconcile  those  figures  with  the 
figures  laid  before  the  ITouse  last  night, 
and  which  I  have  now  before  me. 

Mr.  AI^TIIUK  O'CONNOR  observed 
that  the  figures  in  the  Estimates  were 
wrong.  They  had  never  been  dis- 
cussed 

Mr.' A.  J.  BALFOUR:  I  will  read 
the  figures  again.  In  August  there 
were  20  Sub -Commissioners,  in  Sep- 
tember 30,  and  thev  continued  at  30  to 
the  end  of  November.  The  Govern- 
ment then,  finding  tlie  arrears  heavy, 
raised  the  number  to  50,  and  at  50  they 
continued  at  the  present  moment.  So 
far,  thf^refore,  from  the  number  being 
fewer  it  has  btoii  raised  from  20  to  50. 
I  will  now  compare  the  present  state 
of  things  with  what  occurred  in  1882. 
I  observe  that  for  eight  months  of 
1882  the  arrears  stood,  roughly  speak- 
ing, at  about  the  same  figures  as  they 
are  now,  and  the  eight  months  began 
with  a  str»;ugth  of  oiJ  Sub-Commis- 
sioners and  ended  with  51 ;  so  that 
with  substantially  the  same  amount  of 
work  now  the  number  of  the  Sub-Com- 
missioners remains  substantially  the 
same  as  in  1882.  I  think  I  have  now 
explained  to  the  House  some  of  the 
things  I  should  have  liked  to  have  ex- 
plained last  night.  I  hope  I  have,  at 
nil  events,  gone  the  length  of  inducing 
the  House  to  allow  the  Bill  to  be  printed 

Mr,  A,  /.  Balfour 


and  conaiderod  by  hon.  Members  at 
their  leisure  ;  and  I  shall  not  ahow  my- 
self too  obdurate  on  the  question  of  the 
County  Court  Judges,  if  on  a  sober  re- 
view of  the  facts  the  House  holds  the 
somewhat  paradoxical  conclusion  that 
the  great  legal  taloiit  which  is  now  pos- 
ses'sed  by  the  body  of  County  Court 
Judges  nhould  not  bo  utilized  for  deal- 
ing with  difficult  land  cases — cases  on 
which  questions  of  law  of  such  difficulty 
have  arisen  that  the  Superior  Court  has 
been  largely  upset  in  its  arrangements 
by  the  number  of  legal  questions  it  has 
had  to  decide.  If  the  House  should 
think  that  all  this  legal  talent  should  be 
wasted,  of  course  I  shall  raise  no  serious 
objection,  although  I  ought  to  point  out 
to  my  noble  Friend  that  if  that  decision 
is  arrived  at  it  will  be  entirely  inimical 
to  those  interests  of  economy  and 
efficiercy  of  which  he  is  so  able  an  ad- 
vocote.  But  if  the  House  should  decide, 
iu  spite  of  all  these  considerations,  that 
it  would  prefer  the  present  system,  lam 
afraid  the  arrears  will  not  be  dealt  with 
so  quickly  and  so  effectively  as  by  the 
plan  I  propose,  but  it  will  not  be  my 
business  to  imperil  the  other  reform 
which  this  Bill  suggests,  and  which  I 
hope  wo  shall  see  carried  into  law. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edinburgh, 
Wiil  Lothian)  said,  there  were  two  ad- 
missions he  would  at  once  make.  The 
first  was  that  it  would  be  eminently 
reasonable,  without  challenging  any 
Division,  which,  in  point  of  fact,  could 
not  raise  the  issue  fairly  botween  the 
different  opinions  entertained  in  the 
Houf^e,  that  this  Bill  should  as  soon  as 
possible  be  brought  in ;  the  second  ad- 
mission  was  that  it  was  certainly  very 
unjust  to  complain  of  the  Government 
for  not  making  this  the  occasion  of  in- 
troducing into  the  whole  Land  Court 
system  of  Ireland  all  the  improvements 
that  possibly  it  might  bo  susceptible  of. 
Tn  point  of  fact,  that  would  be  to  give 
additional  force  to  the  very  thing  that 
was  complained  of — the  delay  in  meet- 
ing the  great,  urgent,  and  grievous 
want  there  was,  not  only  connected  with 
judicial  improvements,  but  connected 
also  with  the  social  order  of  tho  country. 
The  difficulty  ho  found  in  the  speech  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  there 
was  nothing  whatever  in  it  to  show  or 
explain  whether,  in  his  opinion,  the 
method  the  House  understood  him  to 
propose  would  be  the  speediest  method 
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of    dealing  with  the  accumulation   of  j 
business.       On     the    face    of    it,     ho 
thought    the    House    was    driven    to  a 
directly  opposite  conclusion.     The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  proposed  to  entrust  the 
whole  of  this  business  to  a  body  of  men 
very  limited  in  numbers,  having  much 
else  to  do  besides  this  land   business. 
It  was  quite  evident,  from  the  difference 
of  opinion  that  prevailed  in  the  House, 
and  from  the  fact  that  the  Irish  Members 
who  had  spoken  appeared  to  take  but 
one  view  upon  the  matter,  that,  what- 
ever might  bo  the  abstract  merits  of  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
there  was  a  great  body  of  opinion  directly 
at  variance  with  him  upon  a  question 
which  seemed  to  him  (Mr.  W.  E.  Glad- 
stone) to  be  all  important — namely,  the 
question  of  providing  for  the  discharge 
of  this  business  in  the  most  rapid  and 
eflPectual  manner.     The  choice  evidently 
lay  between  the  plan  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  a  large  temporary  exten- 
sion of  the  judicial  strength  in  the  shape 
of  Sub- Commissioners,  who  were  already 
at  the  command  of  the  Government  if 
they  chose  to  seek  them.      He  appre- 
hended that  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  Government  had  sufficient  material 
at  their  command  to   adopt  the  latter 
alternative ;  quite  as  much  material  as 
Mr.  Forster  had  at  the  time  when  he  had 
to  encounter    still    greater   difficulties. 
Having  before  him   in   that    way  the 
guidance  of   experience,   he  had  gene- 
rally felt  that  the  method  then  adopted 
was  a  rapid  and  effectual  method  with- 
out including  the  County  Court  Judges. 
The  House  was  now  asked  to  believe — 
although  at  present  the   action  of  the 
County  Court  Judges  was  not  excluded, 
but  their  collateral  assistance  was  availed 
of — that  to  restrict  this  business  to  the 
County  Court  Judges  alone,  assisted  by 
valuers,  would  produce   a   more  rapid 
settlement  of  the  whole  matter  than  was 
effected  under  the  former   system.     It 
was  extremely  doubtful,  to  his  mind, 
how  far  the  use  of  these  valuers  would 
in  any  way  expedite  proceedings ;  but 
supposing  the  use  of  valuers  to  be  neces- 
sary, there  was  no  reason  why,  if  the 
want  of  valuers  was  the  essential  flaw 
in  the  present  system,  a  greater  amount 
of  assistance   in  the  shape  of  valuers 
should  not  be  given.     There  was  before 
the  House  a  proposal  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  proceed  by  its  Executive 
authority,  subject,  of  course,  to  the  ap- 


proval of  the  House,  to  enlarge  very 
considerably  the  number  of  Sub-Com- 
missioners, with  a  view  to  extended 
action,  leaving  the  County  Court  Judges 
to  render  all  the  assistance  in  their 
power,  as  they  had  already  rendered  it. 
That  surely  had  on  the  face  of  it  the 
presumption  of  being  a  more  rapid 
and  effectual  method  of  proceeding  than 
that  of  trusting  to  the  County  Court 
Judges  alone  or  limiting  the  action  of 
the  Sub-Commissioners,  if  not  throwing 
it  aside  altogether.  The  appearance  of 
the  plan  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
dealing  with  a  matter  in  reference  to 
which  extension  was  the  one  thing  neces- 
sary, not  only  for  the  satisfaction  of  the 
parties,  but  also  for  the  social  order  of  the 
country,  was  that  of  a  great  limitation  of 
the  means  available  for  action  ;  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  although  he  had 
explained  himself  fully  and  freely  on 
the  subject,  had  not  shown  that  en- 
larging the  powers  of  the  County  Court 
Judges  would  be  so  effectual  ^  method 
as  an  extension  of  the  number  of  Com- 
missioners. 

The    SOLICITOR    GENERAL   fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Madden)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) said,  he  rose  for  a  moment,  in 
consequence  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  having  exhausted  his  right  of 
speaking,  to  make  clear  one  point  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Mid  Lothian  had  raised.     This  Bill 
did  not  in  any  way  propose  to  do  away 
with  the  action  of  Land  Commissioners 
or  of  the   Sub-Commissioners.     What- 
ever might  be  the  merits  or  demerits  of 
the  proposal,  it  did  not  in  the  least  in- 
terfere with  their  action.     It  was  merely 
intended  to  supplement  their  action  to  a 
very  considerable    extent,   and,  as   the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Mid  Lothian  had  pointed  out,  the  exist- 
ing system  included  the  action  of  the 
County  Court  Judge.  The  County  Court 
Judge  was  part  of  the  existing  system, 
and   he   was   at  present  assisted  by  a 
valuer ;  but  the  employment  of  a  valuer 
stood  on  a  totally  different  basis  to  that 
of  a  8ub- Commissioner.      There  were, 
therefore,  at    present    two    systems  — 
namelv,  the  Sub-Commission    and  the 
County  Court  Judge  assisted  by  a  valuer. 
Without  going  into  the  question  of  the 
extension  of  the  work  of  the  County  Court 
Judge,  so  far  as  the  Bill  strengthened 
his  position  by  giving  him  more  com- 
petent assistance,  he  thought  that  portion 
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there  were,  the  proposal  would  haTO  to 
be  discussed  fully,  for  there  was  a  good 
deal  to  be  said  on  that  subject. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  that  by 
the  indulgence  of  the  House  he  would 
endeavour  to  answer  the  question  of  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne.  As  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  aware,  each  Sub-Com- 
mission had  at  its  head  a  legal  gentle* 
man,  who  received  £1,000  a-year.  The 
idea  of  the  Government  was,  that  for 
that  gentleman  they  could  substitute  a 
lawyer,  to  whom  they  would  certainly 
not  have  to  pay  £1,000  a-year,  or 
anything  like  it.  But  they  did  think 
that,  as  much  additional  work  was 
thrown  upon  that  lawyer,  it  would  be 
proper  that  the  Treasury  should  pay 
him  something.  He  did  not  read  that 
part  of  the  Bill  at  all  last  night,  but  he 
casually  mentioned  £300  a-year.  He 
said  that  if  this  heavy  work  was  thrown 
upon  these  lawyers  £800  a-year  would 
be  a  fair  substitute  for  the  £1,000  which 
they  were  now  obliged  to  pay. 

Mr.  EDWARD  HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  said,  the  best  thing  for 
the  Government  to  have  done  would 
have  been  to  appoint  a  few  additional 
Sub-Commissioners  to  help  over  the 
glut.  He  condemned  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  to  split  up  the  Head 
Land  Commission  and  allow  the  two 
lay  Commissioners  to  run  in  pairs,  whilst 
the  only  man  of  the  Chief  Commission 
who  had  shown  sympathy  with  the 
tenants  was  to  be  put  under  the  shadow 
of  a  Judge  of  a  Superior  Court,  who  was 
never  appointed  with  special  fitness  for 
the  trial  of  cases  between  landlords  and 
tenants.  He  would  warn  the  Chief 
Secretary  that  his  proposals  were 
dangerous  to  the  peace  of  Ireland,  be- 
cause the  tenants  and  their  Representa- 
tives would  not  place  confidence  in 
County  Courts.  He  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  treated  the 
House  fairly  in  slipping  out  a  few 
sentences  last  night,  which  wero  ap- 
parently of  no  importance,  and  then 
coming  down  to-day  with  a  proposal 
which  meant  handing  over  to  the  land- 
lord class  in  Ireland  the  hearing  of 
cases  between  landlord  and  tenant ;  but 
neither  the  tenants  nor  their  Represent 
tatives  would  permit  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  cahry  the  cases  whereTor 
he  liked.  The  County  Court  Judges 
were     the    very    men    who    had   d^- 


of  the  Bill  would  commend  itself  to  the 
judgment  of  the  House.  With  reference 
to  the  observations  which  fell  from  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  North  Dub- 
lin (Mr.  Clancy),  he  (Mr.  Madden)  should 
be  sorry  to  listen  in  silence  to  any  impu- 
tation on  the  Body  to  which  it  was  the 
great  honour  of  his  life  to  belong.  But 
he  understood  the  observation  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  exactly  in  the  opposite 
direction  to  the  interpretation  \}\x\.  upon 
it  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 
It  was  not  a  question  as  to  the  ability  of 
the  Irish  Bar.  What  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary intended  to  convey  was  that  it  was 
very  doubtful  whether  it  would  be  pos- 
sible to  get  the  same  class  of  men  to  fill 
the  position  of  Sub-Commissioner,  ap- 
pointed temporarily,  as  they  would  to  fill 
the  position  of  County  Court  Judge; 
whether  it  would  be  possible  to  get  men 
of  position  and  practice  at  the  Bar  to 
leave  that  position  and  practice  for  an 
appointment  which  was  temporary. 
That  was  the  statement  in  which  he 
acquiesced. 

Mr.  JOHN  MORLEY  (Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne)  said,  with  reference  to  the 
last  remark  of  tho  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  he  had  to  remind  him  that 
the  Government  wore  not  confined  in 
their  choice  of  legal  members  to  the 
Irish  Bar,  and  one  of  the  most  respected 
Sub-Commissioners  at  this  moment  was 
a  solicitor.  The  Government  were  per- 
fectly able  to  choose  from  that  branch  of 
tho  Profession  as  well  as  from  the  Bar. 
The  House  wanted  to  know  what  was 
going  to  be  done  with  reference  to  the 
oases  now  listed.  To  introduce  what 
would  evidently  be  a  severely  disputed 
Bill,  was  the  most  extraordinary  method 
of  expediting  the  business  they  were  all 
desirous  to  see  completed.  From  the 
elaborate  exposition  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  given,  it  was  clear  that  a 
great  amount  of  discussion  would  take 
place  upon  the  Bill,  and  that  its  passing 
through  the  House  would  occupy  manj 
weeks,  without  even  then  entailing  any 
unduu  discussion,  and  during  tho  whole 
of  that  time  tho  block  in  tho  Ijand  Courts 
would  continue  to  increase.  Ho  feared 
that  tho  Bill,  which  had  been  j^repared 
to  meet  a  temporary  pressing  emergency, 
had  been  framed  in  a  way  which  would 
prevent  it  from  fulfilling  its  purpose. 
Before  sitting  down  he  wished  to  ask 
whether  there  was  to  be  any  increase  of 
salary  for  the  County  Court  Judges  ?  If 
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nounced  from  the  Bench  the  combina- 
tion of  the  tenants,  on  many  occasions, 
in  violent  harangues,  and  yet  the  Govern- 
ment wished  to  force  tbe  tenants  into 
the  Courts  of  those  officials.  What 
would  satisfy  the  Irish  Members  was 
the  withdrawal  of  the  Bill  for  a  few 
weeks,  and  meanwhile  the  appointment 
of  some  additional  Sub-Oommissioners. 
If  the  Government  were  really  desirous 
for  the  peace  of  Ireland,  they  would 
listen  to  the  warnings  of  the  Irish  Re- 
presentatives, who  made  no  undue  pro- 
posals to  them.  This  was  a  measure 
that  it  would  take  a  whole  Session  to 
discuss;  and  if  it  was  the  only  answer  the 
Gt>vemment  had  to  make  to  their  modeet 
and  peaceful  request,  it  was  only  mock- 
ing them. 

Mr.  lea  (Londonderry,  S.)  said,  he 
was  sorry  to  interpose  in  the  debate ;  but 
he  desired  to  point  out  that  for  weeks 
and  months  past  there  had  been  a  glut 
in  the  Land  Court.  If  this  Bill  was 
introduced  to-day,  and  considered  some 
time  after  the  holidays,  the  glut 
would  continue,  and  there  would  be  no 
apparent  means  of  relieving  it.  Though 
he  did  not  like  to  oppose  the  intro- 
duction of  any  Bill,  he  thought  it  would 
be  wise  for  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land to  withdraw  the  portion  of  the  mea- 
sure referring  to  County  Court  Judges, 
and  reserve  that  part  dealing  with  the 
renewal  of  the  powers  of  Land  Commis- 
sioners as  a  subject  for  future  discussion. 
Might  he  be  allowed  to  ask  the  Chief 
Secretary  to  consider  one  point  ?  The 
hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  for  Ireland  (Mr.  Madden)  had 
admitted  one  objection  to  the  Bill  by 
stating  that  the  tenants  had  hitherto 
had  power  to  go  to  the  County  Court 
Judges.  There  had  been  this  glut  in  the 
Land  Court,  the  tenants  had  complained 
of  ity  and  yet  for  all  that  they  had 
not  gone  to  the  County  Court  Judges. 
Now  the  Government  were  proposing 
to  force  the  poor  tenants  to  go  to 
the  County  Court  Judges,  which,  even 
in  the  face  of  the  block  in  the  Laud 
Court,  they  had  refused  to  do.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  South  Tyrone 
(Mr.  T.  W,  Russell)  had  referred  to  tho 
••  Court  Valuers."  In  Ireland  they  had 
always  had  a  great  objection  to  Court 
Valuers.  When  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  Bridgton  Division 
of  Glasgow  (Sir  George  Trevelyan)  sug- 
gested the  appointment  of  Court  Valuers 


some  years  ago,  he  (Mr.  Lea)  gave  to 
the  proposal  his  strongest  opposition. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  South 
Paddington  (Lord  Randolph  Churchill) 
very  properly  said  just  now,  that  in 
matters  such  as  this  they  must  consult 
the  sentiments  of  the  people  as  well  as 
the  facts.  The  reason  of  the  objection 
of  tenant  farmers  to  Court  Valuers  was 
that  they  had  noticed  that  every  time 
there  had  been  arise  in  the  rents,  it  had 
always  been  preceded  by  a  visit  and  a 
fresh  valuation  by  such  valuers.  Just 
now  reference  was  made  to  Mr.  Justice 
O'Hagan.  Might  he  call  the  attention 
of  the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  fact  that 
another  member  of  the  Land  Commission 
was  aleo  a  lawyer.  Mr.  Litton  was  an 
eminent  counsel,  and  had  devoted  great 
time  and  ability  to  the  work  of  the  Land 
Commission.  He  (Mr.  Lea)  hoped  that 
in  any  reorganization  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
not  forget  Mr.  Litton's  devotedness  and 
honesty  of  purpose. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  TKirk- 
caldy,  &c.)  said,  he  hoped  that  the 
part  of  the  Bill,  whether  good  or  bad, 
referred  to  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Lea), 
would  not  be  withdrawn  without  sub- 
stituting something  in  its  place.  He 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  have  a 
systematic  and  complete  machinery  such 
as  that  existing  in  India,  set  up  for  effeot- 
ingthe  object  with  which  the  measure  was 
concerned.  It  would  not  be  expedient 
to  make  the  County  Courts  special 
tribunals  for  trying  a  special  class  of 
cases,  unless  they  were  relieved  of  their 
ordinary  business.  It  would  be  wise,  in 
default  of  a  better  arrangement,  to  with- 
draw a  certain  number  of  County  Court 
Judges  from  the  present  sphere  of  their 
duties,  in  order  that  they  might  devote 
themselves  exclusively  to  the  work 
which  the  Bill  would  render  neces- 
sary. 

Mr.  W.  REDMOND  (Fermanagh,  N.) 
asked,  whether  any  steps  were  to  be 
taken  to  relieve  the  glut  in  the  Commis- 
sioners' Court  during  such  time  as  would 
be  occupied  in  passing  the  Bill  through 
the  House.  What  did  the  Government 
propose  to  do  in  case  the  Bill  should  not 
pass? 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUR  said,  the  Go- 
vernment would  consider  some  scheme 
for  temporarily  relieving  tho  block  in 
the  Land  Courts.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  ariiving 
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at  a  decision  on  the  Bill  after  it  had  full 
knowledge  of  what  it  really  contained. 

Mr.  T.  p.  gill  (Louth/S.)8aid,  that 
unless  a  few  adilitional  Sub-Commis- 
sioners were  appointed,  a  crisis  of  very 
grave  importauoe  to  the  country  would 
be  created. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr. 
A.  J.  Balfour,  Mr.  Solicitor  General  for 
Ireland,  and  Colonel  King-IIarman. 

BiW  presented y  and  read  the  first  time. 
[Bill  199.] 

MOTIONS. 


PRIVATE   BILLS. 

Ordered,  That  Standing  Ordora  39  and  129  bo 
suspended,  and  that  the  time  for  depositing 
Petitions  against  Private  Bills,  or  against 
any  Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order, 
or  Provisional  Certificate,  and  for  depositing 
duplicates  of  any  Documents  relating  to  any 
Bill  to  confirm  any  Provisional  Order,  or  Pro- 
visional Certificate,  bo  extended  to  Thursday 
6th  April. — {T/ie  Chairman  of  irat/sand  Means.) 

COMMONS. 

Ordered^  That  a  i^eloct  Committee  be  ap- 
pointed to  consider  every  Report  made  by  the 
Land  Commissioners  of  England,  certifying  the 
expediency  of  any  Provisional  Order  for  the 
enclosure  or  regulation  of  a  Common,  and  pre- 
sented to  the  House  during  the  last  or  present 
Sessions,  before  a  Bill  be  brought  in  for  the 
confirmation  of  such  Order. 

Ordefedf  That  it  be  an  Instruction,  to  the 
Committee  that  they  have  power,  in  respect  to 
each  such  Provisional  Order,  to  inquire  and 
Keport  to  the  House  whether  the  same  should 
be  confirmed  by  Parliament ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther with  or  without  modification,  and  in  the 
event  of  their  being  of  opinion  that  the  same 
should  not  be  confirmed,  except  subject  to 
modifications,  to  report  such  modifications  ac- 
cordingly with  a  view  to  such  Provisional 
Order  bo  remitted  to  the  Land  Commissioners. 

Ordnedy  That  the  Committee  do  consist  of 
Twelve  Members,  Seven  to  bo  nominated  bj* 
the  House  and  Five  by  the  Committee  of 
Selection. 

Sir  Walter  Barttelot,  IMr.  Bryce,  ^Ir.  Elton, 
]SiIr.  Walter  James,  ^Ir.  Story -ilaskelyne,  !Mr. 
Richard  Power,  and  Mr.  Wroughton  wvre 
fj6///i>ia/tv/ , Members  of  the  said  (^oiiimitt«'e,  with 
power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and  records. 

Ordrrtff,  Tliat  Five  be  the  quorum.— (J/r. 
Sftiart'  Worllft/.) 


VACANT  GROUNDS  (NUISANCES  mEVENTION) 

BILL. 

On  ^lotion  of  !Mr.  Lawson,  Bill  to  prevent 

Nuisances  on   Vacant   Grounds  and    Disused 

Burial  0  rounds,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by 

llr.  Lawson,  ^Ir.  Seager  Hunt,  and  3Ir.  Howell. 

Billprc8ent€d,a.iid  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  197.] 

Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour 


YICTOBIA  UNIYERSITT  BILL. 


On  Motion  of  Mr.  Bryce,  Bill  to  exempt  the 
Victoria  University  and  the  Colleges  thereof 
from  the  operation  of  the  Act  of  the  ninth  year 
of  the  reign  of  George  the  Second,  chapter 
thirty-six,  and  to  extend  the  privileges  of  the 
Graduates  of  the  said  University,  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  Bryco,  Sir  William  Hooldi* 
worth,  Mr.  Jacob  Bright,  Sir  Henry  Boscoe, 
Mr.  Whitley,  Sir  Lyon  Playlair,  and  Mr. 
Francis  Powell. 
Bill  presented,niid  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  198.] 

ADMISSION  OF  STBANOBBS. 

Ordered,  That  the  Select  Committee  on  Ad- 
mission of  Strangers  do  consist  of  Nine  Mem- 
bers, 

The  Committee  was  accordingly  nominated  ot, 
— ^Ir.  Bartley,  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr.  Foltoo,  Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson,  Mr.  Mari'oribanks,  Mr.  Secre- 
tary ^Matthews,  Mr.  David  Plunket,  Sir  George 
Trcvelyan,  and  Viscount  Ebrington,  with 
power  to  send  for  persons,  paper,  and  records. 

Ordered,  That  Three  be  the  quorum. 

WAYS  AND   MEANS. 

Resolution  [^larch  26]  reported  and  agreed  to ^ 
Bill  ordered  to  bo  brought  in  by  Mr.  Court- 
ney, ^Ir.  Chancellor  of  the  Ezchoqaer,  and  Mr. 
Jackson. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Motion  made  and  Qaestion  proposed, 
'^That  this  House,  at  its  rising,  do  ad- 
journ till  Thursday,  5tli  April."— (Ifr. 
/r.  I/,  Smith.) 

Mr.  DILLWYN  (Swansea,  Town) 
asked,  whether  the  House  was  to  ad- 
journ at  7  o*olook,  or  after  the  Evening 
Sitting  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  that  it  was  usual  to 
adjourn  for  the  Recess  after  the  Mom- 
iog  Sitting. 

Mr.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE  (Edin- 
burgh,  Mid  Lothian)  said,  he  wished  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  a  question 
with  reference  to  the  course  of  Public 
Business  after  the  Recess.  There  was 
obviously  a  great  deal  of  work  before 
the  House,  and  much  would  depend 
upon  the  goodness  of  the  arrangements 
made  for  the  carrying  of  it  on.  A  great 
deal  of  the  matter  of  the  Tax  Bill  would 
depend  upon  the  judgment  given  by 
the  House  upon  the  Local  Government 
Bill.  With  reference  to  so  large  and 
complicated  a  measure,  a  considerable 
number  of  Members  would  be  deairons 
of  expressing  their  opinions,  and  ho 
could   not   conceive  that   the    former 
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Bill  could  be  prosecuted  without  pro- 
gress having  been  made  with  the  latter, 
and  should  therefore  suppose  it  to  be 
for  the  general  interest  to  expedite  the 
progress  of  that  Bill  as  far  as  possible. 
When  it  came  forward,  so  far  as  he  and 
those  near  him  were  concerned,  they 
had  a  very  strong  desire  to  expedite  as 
far  as  possible  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  which  was  fixed  for  the  12th  of 
April,  as  well  as  the  stage  that  would 
carry  the  Bill  into  Committee,  so  that 
practical  judgments  on  the  various  points 
might  be  begun  to  be  taken.  It  would 
not,  he  imagined,  be  possible,  to  go  into 
Committee  until  some  reasonable  in- 
terval had  elapsed  from  the  second 
reading.  So  that  hon.  Members  might 
have  every  opportunity  of  placing 
Amendments  on  the  Paper ;  but  so  far 
as  that  stage  was  concerned,  he  hoped 
that  no  step  would  be  taken  in  a  hostile 
spirit  which  would  be  likely  to  greatly 
prolong  the  proceedings  at  it.  After 
the  second  reading,  he  supposed  it 
would  be  the  desire  of  the  Government 
to  make  the  proceedings  in  connection 
with  the  Bill  as  continuous  as  possible, 
and  to  apply  their  whole  strength  to 
dealing  with  its  very  important  proposi- 
tions. He  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, if  he  would  be  good  enough  to 
expedite  the  Return  of  the  number  of 
Agrarian  Outrages  for  the  first  quarter 
of  the  year,  so  that  it  might  be  ready 
when  the  House  met  again.  He  also 
asked  for  a  Beturn  showing  a  compari- 
son between  the  state  of  things  during 
the  first  six  months  of  the  Coercion  Act 
and  the  first  six  months  of  the  Crimes 
Act  of  1882.  He  thought  it  also  de- 
sirable to  extend  the  Eeturn,  so  as  to 
give  an  account  of  the  state  of  things 
for  the  six  months  preceding  the  Act  of 
1882  and  an  account  of  the  state  of 
things  for  the  quarter  which  would  have 
expired  before  they  met  again. 

The  chief  SECRETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  (Manchester, 
E.),  in  reply,  said,  he  would  do  all  he 
could  to  expedite  the  Return  first  men- 
tioned by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  As 
to  the  exact  period  after  the  quarter  had 
elapsed  when  the  Return  would  be  pre- 
sented, he  was  not  able  to  make  a  state- 
ment. But  he  would  take  care  that 
there  was  as  little  delay  as  possible. 
The  other  request  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  involve  a  retrospective 


and  a  prospective  Return.  He  thought 
he  could  at  once  say  that  he  would  give 
the  prospective  extension  for  the  periods 
after  the  respective  Acts  came  into 
operation  ;  but  he  was  not  sure  whether 
the  materials  existed  for  giving  the 
retrospective  Returns. 

Mr."  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  thought 
it  was  understood  on  the  previous  even- 
ing that  the  Resolutions  in  Ways  and 
Means  not  previously  dealt  with  should 
be  considered  on  Monday,  the  9th  of 
April.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
site (Mr.  W.  E.  Gladstone)  would  see 
the  necessity  of  proceeding  without  much 
further  delay,  as  important  changes  in 
taxation  would  be  effected  that  ought 
not  to  be  delayed  beyond  a  reasonable 
period.  The  second  reading  of  the 
Local  Government  Bill  was  fixed  for 
Thursday  the  12th  of  April,  and  it  was 
hoped  that  the  debate  would  conclude 
on  Friday  evening.  [**  Oh,  oh  !  '*]  He 
had  reason  to  hope  that,  notwithstand- 
ing the  desire  of  Members  to  take  part 
in  the  debate,  with  the  assistance  of  the 
Bill  itself,  which  was  in  the  hands  of 
Members,  the  debate  might  becontinued, 
and,  if  he  might  make  an  appeal  to  hon. 
Members  who  had  Motions  for  that  day 
to  forego  their  rights,  concluded  on 
Friday,  April  13.  They  proposed  to  go 
into  Committee  on  the  Bill  on  Monday, 
April  28,  which  would  allow  an  interval 
of  at  least  a  week  after  the  second  read- 
ing. Having  regard  to  the  facts  that 
the  Bill  was  already  in  the  hands  of 
Members,  and  that  there  could  be  no 
alteration  in  its  character  before  the 
second  reading,  it  would  be  in  the  power 
of  hon.  Members,  who  would  have  ample 
time  for  the  purpose,  to  prepare  such 
Amendments  as  they  might  think  desir- 
able. No  doubt,  the  time  was  rather 
short,  but  as  the  House  was  prepared 
to  consider  the  measure  in  a  fair  spirit, 
there  was  not  the  same  necessity  for 
considerable  delay  as  would  exist  with 
regard  to  a  measure  which  was  likely 
to  be  hotly  contested.  He  was  in  the 
hands  of  the  House,  but  he  hoped  the 
House  would  go  on  with  the  Bill  from 
day  to  day  as  nearly  as  possible,  taking 
Morning  Sittings  on  Tuesdays  and 
Fridays,  so  as  to  enable  the  Bill  to  be 
dealt  with  in  a  manner  worthy  of  the 
subject. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  ho  was  afraid  the  natural 
relief  they  all  felt  at  the  cessation  of 
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Iheir  labours  was,  so  far  as  the  Irish 
Members  were  concerned,  largely  dashed 
by  the  operations  of  the  Government  in 
Ireland.  He  was  sorry  to  say  they 
always  found  that  there  was  a  great 
distinction  between  tho  action  and  the 
policy  of  tlie  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land when  he  had  tho  vigilant  eye  of 
Parliament  upon  him,  and  his  action 
and  policy  when  Parliament  for  tho 
moment  had  disappeared.  He  did  not 
know  whether  tho  habitual  self-satis- 
faction of  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
enabled  him  to  take  a  survey  of  the 
state  of  Ireland  and  tho  results  of  his 
policy,  but  he  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
must  say  that  though  he  had  seen 
many  Coercion  Acts  fail,  he  did  not 
think  there  had  ever  been  a  failure  so 
profound  and  abject  as  that  of  the  pre- 
sent Coercion  Act.  "What  was  tho  case  of 
Ireland  at  present  ?  To  a  large  extent, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  thrown 
up  the  sponge.  Some  of  tho  grossest 
uses  of  the  Coercion  Act  had  been  given 
up.  A  short  time  ago,  they  had  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  arresting  and  im- 
prisoning a  number  of  Members  of 
Parliament  on  the  ground  of  publishing 
reports  of  suppressed  branches  of  the 
National  League.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  ceased  to  make  these  prose- 
cutions, and  at  the  present  moment  the 
IMomber  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W. 
O'Brien),  the  Member  for  the  College 
Green  Division  of  Dublin  (Mr.  T.  D. 
Sullivan),  and  the  Member  for  South- 
East  Cork  (Mr.  Hooper)  were,  in  their 
three  newspapers,  publishing  reports  of 
the  very  suppressed  branches  which 
consigned  them  to  prison  a  short  time 
ago.  Therefore,  the  Uouso  found  that 
this  iron  Minister  of  unbending  will  had 
already  run  away  from  one  of  the  main 
planks  of  his  campaign.  Addressing  a 
meeting  at  Stalybridge  on  Saturday 
last,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
what  measures  the  Government  had 
ever  taken  against  tho  liberty  of  the 
Press  in  Ireland?  He  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  thought  that  when  they  put 
throe  editors  of  newspapers  in  gaol,  bo- 
cause  of  matter  thoy  reported  in  tho 
columns  of  their  newspapers,  the  Go- 
vernment were  certainly  interfering  with 
tho  liberty  of  the  Press.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  up  that 
form  of  attack,  and  now  ran  away  from 
formidable  enemies  with  a  want  of 
courage  that  was  worthy   of  consider- 
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able  reprehension — ^the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman now   ran  away  from  powerful 
and  formidable  enemies  and  Batisfied 
himself  by  attacking  weak  and  Bmall 
enemies.    At  the  present  moment  there 
was  a  man  in  gaol  for  selling  a  copy  of 
United  Ireland,  because  that  copy  hap- 
pened to  contain  a  report  of  a  meeting 
of  a  suppressed  branch  of  the  National 
League.      But  the  hon.    Member  for 
North-East  Cork  (Mr.  W.  O'Brien)  wlw) 
published  every  week  of  his  life   UniUi 
Ireland,  and  circulated  70,000,  or  80,000, 
or  100,000  copies  of  it,   was  walking 
about  a  free  man.     This  miserable  con- 
trast between  the  terror  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  when  he  met  a  formidable 
opponent  and  his  coarage  when  he  met 
a  petty  enemy  was  as  grotesque  a  com- 
mentary upon  his  Irish  policy  as  could  be 
well  conceived.     The  other  day,  speak- 
ing on  tho  Arrears  Bill,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  gave  the  House  to  under- 
stand, at  least  he  conveyed  the  impres- 
sion to  the  House,  that  evictions  were 
not  going  to  take  place.     But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  knew  as  well  as  any 
one  in  tho  House,  and  perhaps  better, 
that  if  evictions  did  not  take  place,  if 
multitudinous  evictions   were  not  pos- 
sible, it  was  not  because  notices  had  not 
to  the  number  of  4,000  or  5,000  been 
served  on  the  tenants  of  Ireland.    Why 
did  not  evictions  take  place  ?     Was  it 
because  the  landlords  were  merciful? 
Was  it  because  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  any  sympathy  with  the  ten- 
ants?   In  his  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor's) 
experience  he  never  heard  of  a  Minister 
so  callous    to    the    sufferings    of   the 
tenantry  of  Ireland  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  Chief  Secretary. 
If  evictions  were  not  to  take  place,  it 
was  because  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
heart  had  failed  him,   and  because  he 
know  that  coercion  had  failed.     If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  were  to  carry  out 
the  Coercion  Act  in  the   ''  Bombastes 
Furioso  "  manner  in  which  he  put  it  in 
force  a  few  months  ago,  when  Parlia- 
ment was  not  sitting,  he  would  require 
the  whole  Corps  d^Armee  to  enable  him 
to  do  so.      What  had  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman   done   with  regard  to  sup- 
pressed branches  ?     If  any  one  wanted 
to  find  the  parts  of  the  country  in  which 
tho  National  League  was  strongest  and 
most  vigorous  both  in  spirit  and  organi- 
zation they  would  find  that  they  were 
the  very  places  where  branches  had 
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been  what  was  called  **  suppressed." 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  amused  the 
House  by  the  statement  that  meetings 
did  not  take  place  at  all.  That  was 
very  curious  if  true,  but  unfortunately 
**  if  true  "  was  a  proviso  applicable  to 
a  large  number  of  statements  made  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  What  hap- 
pened when  branches  of  the  League 
were  suppressed  in  County  Clare  ? 
Meetings  of  the  branches  took  place 
periodically  and  they  were  reported  in 
the  newspapers,  and  yet  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  came  down  to  the 
House  and  explained  that  the  meet- 
ings did  not  take  place  at  all.  But 
at  the  very  moment  he  was  making 
that  statement  Colonel  Turner  was 
going  about  threatening  the  people 
with  police  attacks  because  meetings 
took  place.  He  left  it  to  Colonel 
Turner  and  the  right  hon.  Geotleman 
to  settle  the  delicate  question  of  vera- 
city between  themselves.  With  regard 
to  the  rest  of  Ireland  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  even  made  an 
attempt  to  deal  with  the  branches  of 
the  National  League.  He  was  sorry 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
done  so,  because  his  action  had  a 
most  invigorating  effect  upon  the 
League.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  a  most  able  and  most  useful  co- 
adjutor of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Harbour  Division  of  Dublin  (Mr. 
T.  Harrington),  who  was  the  Secretary 
of  the  National  League.  In  fact,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  as  much 
the  Chief  Secretary  of  the  National 
League  as  he  was  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  Lord  Lieutenant.  Now, 
he  passed  from  the  general  policy  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  one  of 
the  particular  instances  of  that  policy 
with  which  they  had  been  favoured 
within  the  last  few  days.  A  meeting 
was  called  for  last  Sunday  in  the  town 
of  Youghal.  He  did  not  think  a  meet- 
ing was  ever  called  for  a  more  legiti- 
mate purpose;  ho  did  not  think  that 
there  was  ever  a  meeting  culled  under 
circumstances  of  greater  legality.  What 
was  the  position  of  the  district  in  the 
midst  of  which  Yougbal  lay  ?  The 
tenants  on  the  Ponsonby  estate  were  in 
a  certain  proportion  leaseholders,  and 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  having  pur- 
loined the  Bill  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  City  of  Cork  (Mr.  Parnell)  pro- 
duced, brought  in  a  Bill  last  year,  and 


passed  it  through  Parliament,  giving 
the  leaseholders  the  same  rights  to  go 
into  Court  as  non-leaseholders.  When 
the  Bill  was  passing  through  Parlia- 
ment a  certain  number  of  landlords  en- 
deavoured to  filch  from  the  tenants  the 
rights  which  even  their  own  friends 
in  Parliament  provided  for  the  tenants. 
He  would  not  go  over  again  the  story  of 
the  Mitchelstown  estate,  which  was  elo- 
quently told  them  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Cork.  He  only  men- 
tioned it  to  note  the  fact  that  the  lease- 
holding  tenants  on  the  Mitchelstown 
estate  were  running  a  race  with  the 
landlord  to  see  whether  the  eviction  or 
the  Land  Court  would  first  be  reached  ; 
the  landlord  trying  to  effect  an  eviction 
in  order  to  get  the  tenants  out  of  Court, 
and  the  tenants  trying  to  reach  the 
Land  Court  before  evictions  were 
realized.  He  did  not  think  that  any- 
body would  ever  forget  the  impression 
made  on  the  House  of  Commons  when 
the  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork 
said  he  might  in  his  advice  to  his 
tenants  have  been  guilty  of  a  technical 
illegality,  but  he  felt  bound  to  give  the 
advice  just  as  he  would  feel  bound  to 
stay  the  hand  of  an  executioner  when 
he  knew  that  a  reprieve  was  at  the 
door.  That  striking  and  picturesque 
figure  of  speech  described  the  case  of 
the  Ponsonby  estate  as  well  as  the 
Mitchelstown  estate  ;  in  fact,  that 
figure  of  speech  did  not  adequately 
describe  the  facts  of  the  Ponsonby 
estate,  for  the  very  reason  that  the  re- 
prieve was  not  only  at  the  door,  but 
actually  in  the  hands  of  the  unfortunate 
beings  whom  the  landlords  sought  to 
execute.  What  was  the  state  of  the 
case?  The  leasehold  tenants  on  the 
Ponsonby  estate  had  sent  in  notices  to 
the  Land  Court,  asking  to  have  their 
rents  revised.  li  the  rents  of  the  lease- 
hold tenants  on  the  Ponsonby  estate 
be  just  and  fair  rents,  why  should  the 
landlord  have  any  objection  to  being 
brought  before  the  Court  ?  The  Land 
Court  would  confirm  the  rents  if  fair, 
and  would  raise  them  if  they  were  too 
low.  But  what  occurred  !  When  the 
tenants  sent  in  notices  to  the  Land 
Court,  asking  for  a  revision  of  their 
rents,  the  landlord  then,  and  then  for  the 
first  time,  sent  to  the  tenants  notices  of 
eviction.  When  the  House  was  dis- 
cussing the  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man last  Session,  the  right  hon.  Gentle* 
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man  in  bis  usual  lofty  manner,  and  with  ' 
tho  hauteur  of  his  ignorauco,  ridiculeil 
the  idea  of  men  being  evicted  by  tho 
silent  agency  of  registered  letters.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  assured  them  that 
such  an  agency  could  not  bo  largely  em- 
ployed, but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  land- 
lords all  over  Iroland  were  making  far 
more  use  of  tho  section  of  the  Act  which 
admitted  of  eviction  notices  being  sent 
by  means  of  regibtered  letters  than  of 
any  other  sootiun  of  tho  statute.  Tbe 
landlord  on  the  Ponsonby  estate  or  his 
representative  sent  notices  of  eviction  by 
registered  letter.  The  result  was  that 
tho  tenants  lost  their  status  and  the 
Land  Court  was  unable  to  hear  their 
case  or  to  revise  their  rent,  lie  put  it 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether  he 
thought  it  was  fair  or  decent  on  tho  x>art 
of  the  landlords  thus  by  a  side  wind  to 
attempt  to  lilch  the  tenants  of  their 
rifjht  to  have  their  rents  revised.  He 
(Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  did  not  deny 
that  the  landlord  was  within  his  legal 
rights  in  taking  this  course,  but  he 
maintained  that  the  landlord,  or  any 
other  person  who  would  stand  by  the 
strict  letter  of  the  law  in  a  country  like 
Ireland,  was  a  disturber  of  the  law  and 
was  a  disturber  of  the  order  of  the 
country.  It  was  true  that  disputes 
had  been  going  on  between  the  land- 
lord and  the  tenant  of  the  Ponsonby 
efctate  ;  but  surely,  if  the  landlord  wore 
a  wise  man,  he  would  not  say  a  generous 
man,  but  a  wise  and  discreet  man,  he 
would  have  seized  eagerly  the  oppor- 
tunity of  making  peace  between  himself 
and  his  tenants  which  the  notices  to  the 
Land  Court  presented.  If  these  cases 
had  been  heard  by  the  Land  Court, 
they  would  have  been  taken  as  test 
cases  by  tho  tenantry  on  other  estates. 
IIo  was  sure  other  tenants  would  have 
been  willing  to  pay  to  Mr.  Ponsonby  or 
his  representative  a  rent  exactly  equal 
in  proportion  to  tho  rent  fixed  by  the 
Land  Court,  and  therefore  Mr.  Ponsonby 
or  his  representative  would  have  best 
served  the  interest  of  the  estate  by 
allowing  the  cnsts  tt)  be  heard,  and 
allov^ing  the  rest  of  iIkj  estate  to  bo  ad- 
judged and  tested  by  them,  apart  from 
^erving  the  interest  of  tho  tenants  and 
tJie  peace  of  Ireland.  Ho  was  not 
speaking  without  precedent.  "What 
took  place  on  the  neighbouring  estate  at 
Mitchelstown  ?  A  certain  number  of 
tenants  went  into  tho  Court ;  tho  judg- 
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mont  given  in  a  few  caaes  was  accepted 
by  the  rest  of  the  tenants,  and  the  result 
was  that  tho  landlord  and  tenants  were 
on  thoroughly  amicable  terms.  Evictions 
had  ceased,  disturbances,  if  disturbances 
there    were,   were    now    avoided,  and 
Mitchelstown    was    one    of    the    parts 
of  the  country  which  would  give  less 
trouble  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  (Mr.  A.  J.  Balfour)  and 
the  landlord  of  the  district  than  many 
other  districts.    If  the  excellent  example 
of  Mitchelstown  had  been  followed  on 
the  Ponsonby   estate,  peace  and  tran- 
quillity and  kindly  feeling  would  prevail 
instead  of  tho  bitter  relations  which  now 
existed.     Did  anyone  suppose  that  Mr. 
Ponsonby  did  not  know  this  ?  •  He  was 
sure  Mr.  Ponsonby  was  as  convinced  as 
he   was  that   the  very  best  coarse  hs 
could  have  taken  would  have  been  to 
accept  the  offer  of  the  tenants,  to  allow 
the  cases  to  go  into  Court,  and  let  the 
remainder  of  the  tenants  abide  by  the 
result.      Unfortunately  Mr.    Ponsonby 
was    not    a    free  agent.     Behind  Mr. 
l^onsonby    stood    the     Cork    Propertj 
Defence  Union.  Tbe  Union  were  tfUring 
tlie    estate   over  from  Mr.   Ponsonby. 
Mr.   Ponsonby,  in  a  letter  he   wrote, 
declared  very  pathetically  that  he  had 
ceased  to  bo  a  free  agent.     Was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, who  was  so  extremely  anxious  for 
the  absolute  liberty  of  every  individual 
in    Ireland,   going    to    take  any  steps 
to    relievo     Mr.    Ponsonby    from   the 
duress     and    coercion    put   upon    him 
by  the  Cork  Property  Defence  Union, 
because    it    was    quite    evident  from 
Mr.  Ponsonby's  own  admissions  that  if 
it  were   not   for  the  coercion  of  this 
Union,  he  would  have  been  willing  to 
make  terms  with  tho  tenants.     What 
was  tho  Cork  Property  Defence  Union? 
He  would  not  call  it  a  gong  of  land- 
lords, because  that  would  be  disrespect- 
ful language ;  but  he  would  call  it  a 
body  of  landlords  avIio   were  fighting 
the  tenants  not  on  their  own  estates, 
but  on  estates  which  did  not  belong  to 
them.     Tho  hon.    Member   for    South 
Huntingdon     (Mr.    iSmith- Barry)    was 
the  head  and  front  of  tho   Cork  Pro- 
perty Defence  Union,  and  it  was  under- 
stood ho  supplied  most  of  the  funds  of 
tho   Union.     Ho  would  like   to   put  a 
quefttion  to  the  hon.  Gentleman.     Tbe 
hon.   Gentleman    supported    the    Cork 
Prox)orty  Defence  Union,  and  the  Union 
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compelled  or  advised  Mr.  Ponsonby  to 
hold  out  against  the  tenants,  and  not 
to  give  fair  reductions.     Did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  adopt  that  course  with  regard 
to  bis   own   tenants  ?     Did  he  refuse 
them  fair  reductions,  or  was  it  not  the 
fact  that  the   hon.  Gentloman   himself 
had  mode  largo  reductions  ?     He  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  had  been  told  tho  hon. 
Gentleman  had  given  as  large  as  30  per 
cent  reductions.    If  the  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  made  large  reductions  to  his  own 
tenants,  two  questions  arose.     The  first 
question  was,  how  was  it  that  largo  re- 
ductions were  just  in  his  case  and  not 
just  in  the  case  of  the  tenants  of  other 
landlords?    The  second  question  was, 
if  tho  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  given 
the   abatements  on    account    of    their 
justice,  but  because  of  being  afraid  to 
fight  his  tenants,  what  kind  of  courage 
was  it  on  his  part  to  compel  other  gentle- 
men to  fight  their  tenants  ?     The  right 
hon.   Gentleman    the   Chief    Secretary 
spoke  about  every  person  being  allowed 
to  do  exactly  what  he  wanted  without 
pressure  from  anybody  else.     Why  did 
he  allow  the  hon.  Member  for   South 
Huntingdonshire  to  use  pressure  through 
the  Cork  Property  Defence  Union    to 
prevent  landlords  coming  to  terms  with 
their  tenants  ?    Was  such  pressure  as 
the  hon.  Gentleman  exercised  calculated 
to  conduce  to  the  peace  of  Ireland  ?  The 
hon.  Member  was  the  greatest  ofifender 
against  thu  peace,  for  the  pressure  he 
exercised  upon  others  was  u  most  fruit- 
ful source  of  disturbance.     Such  being 
the  relations  between  landlord  and  ten- 
ante  on  the  Ponsonby  estate,  a  meeting 
was  called  for  last  Sunday.    That  meet- 
ing was  announced  two  or  three  weeks 
ago.     He   did  not  know  whether  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary was  aware  of  that  fact  or  not ;  but 
certainly  if  he  was  not,  he  was  about 
the  only  Gentleman  who  followed  Irish 
affairs  who  was  not.     He  put  it  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman   whether,  if  he 
was  going  to  proclaim   a  meeting,   it 
would  not  be  a  great  deal  more  decent 
on  his  part,  as  well  as  much  better  for 
the  peace  of  Ireland,    that  ho  should 
give  notice  of  the  proclamation  in  due 
time.     He  did  not  suppose  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  ever  read  any  of  the 
history  of  Ireland;    but  if  he   would 
favour  the  people  of  that  country,  over 
whom,  unhappily,  he  at  present  exer- 
cised some  influence,  by  devoting  some 


little  of  his  large  mind  to  the  study  of 
their  annals,  he  would  find  there  was 
nothing  which  had  caused  more  exaspe- 
ration, or  had  more  frequently  imperilled 
tho  peace  of  Ireland,    than  the   very 
policy  he  was  now  pursuing — the  policy 
of  retarding  the  proclamation  of  meet- 
ings.    Ho   did   not  suppose  the   right 
hon.  Gentleman  over  heard  of  the  meet- 
ing at  Clontarf  in  1843,   a  short  time 
before  they  had  the  happiness  of  having 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  amongst  the 
inhabitants  of  this  earth ;  but  that  meet' 
ing,  although  it  was  known  for  several 
weeks  beforo  that  it  was  intended  to 
be  held,  was  not  proclaimed  until  the 
Saturday,  the  day  before  the  meeting 
was  to  be  held.     The  hon.  and  learned 
Solicitor     General    for    Ireland     (Mr. 
Madden)    would    tell    the    right    hon. 
Gentleman  that    the  shortness  of    the 
notice    very    nearly   produced  a  great 
massacre  of    people  at   that    meeting. 
Well,  the  Chief  Secretary,  knowing  for 
weeks  that  the  meeting  at  Youghal  was 
going  to  be  held,  did  not  proclaim  it 
until  five  o'clock  on  Saturday  evening. 
That  was  an  invitation  to  the  people  to 
come  there ;    it  was  an  incentive  to  a 
collision    between  the  people  and   the 
authorities.     It  was    the  most    skilful 
preparation  that  could  bo  made,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  such  a  terrible 
wish  in  his  mind.     Were  they  asking 
too  much  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
when  they  requested  that  when  again  ho 
proclaimed  a  meeting,  he  would  at  least 
proclaim  it  in  time,  and  not  a  few  hours 
before  the  people  round  tho  country  side 
started  for  the  place  of  rendezvous.    He 
(Mr.  O'Connor)  was,  he  thought,  justified 
in  making  this  observation,  that  of  all 
the  astounding  proclamations  that  ever 
broke  up  a  meeting,  even  in  Ireland, 
there  never  was  a  more  astounding  one 
than  that  which  broke  up  the  meeting  at 
Youghal.     It  was  not  issued  until  11  vo 
o'clock  on  Saturday  evening,   and  the 
precious  Besident  Magistrate  used  in  it 
words  to  the  elfect  that  it  had  been  re- 
presented to  him,  being  a  Justice  of  the 
Peace  in  the  County  of  Cork,  by  an  in- 
formation duly  sworn,  that  a  number  of 
people  would  meet  or  assemble  at  or  near 
Youghal ;  and  that  the  object  and  eEfect 
of  such  meeting  would  be  to  lead  to  dis- 
sension or  animosity  between  different 
classes  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects,  and 
consequent  breach  of  the  peace.     How 
could  they  have  dissension  iu  Youghal  ? 
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As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  people  there 
were  all  of  one  mind.  They  could  not 
produce  animosity  or  difiference  of  opi- 
nion amongst  people  who  wero  all  of 
the  same  opinion.  The  right  lion. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  would 
not  find  in  Youghal  a  score  of  people 
wlio  disagreed  witli  tho  rest  of  the  com- 
munity on  the  subject  of  his  policy,  for 
they  were  practically  unanimous  in  its 
condemnation.  The  right hon.  Gentleman 
declared  that  the  meeting  would  have 
had  the  effect  of  leading  to  dissension 
and  creating  animosity.  The  meeting 
would  have  done  nothing  of  the  kind. 
It  was  the  policy  of  tho  Government 
which  had  led  to  dissension.  The  meet- 
ing would  have  had  the  effect  of  present- 
ing to  the  landlord  a  united  tenantry — 
and  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  believed  that  to 
have  a  united  tenantry  facing  a  landlord 
was  the  best  means  of  avoiding  dissen- 
sion in  Ireland.  Well,  the  meeting  was 
proclaimed,  and  he  could  not  congratu- 
late the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  on  his  selection  of  an  instru- 
ment for  carrying  out  his  work,  unless 
his  object  had  been  to  select  the  very 
worst  possible  instrument.  Amongst  all 
the  Resident  Magistrates  in  Ireland, 
Mhom  had  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
selected  to  carry  out  tho  work  ?  Why, 
none  other  than  Captain  Plunkett.  No 
Chief  Secretary  who  was  anxious  to  pre- 
serve the  peace  of  Ireland  would  have 
sent  to  a  meeting  of  this  kind,  and  on  an 
occasion  of  this  kind,  so  unfitted  a  person 
by  his  personal  character  and  his  ante- 
cedents, to  appease  and  tranquillize  the 
minds  of  the  people  with  whom  he  had 
to  deal.  The  Chief  Secretary  selected 
the  man  who,  above  all  others,  was  a 
torch  amongst  the  inflammatory  elements 
of  disturbance  in  Youghal.  What  was 
tho  history  of  Captain  Plunkett  ?  He 
was  the  hero  of  the  telegram — **  Don't 
hesitate  to  shoot  thom."  A  more  cold- 
blooded, a  more  foul,  a  more  ruffianly 
telegram  was  never  sent  by  any  official 
in  that  part  of  tho  world  in  any  crisis  of 
Irish  history.  What  was  tlio  first  duty 
of  a  magistrate,  even  in  tlie  faco  of 
peril,  to  the  public  peace  ?  Why,  not  to 
shoot  without  hesitation,  but  to  hesitate 
as  long  as  ho  could  against  the  shedding 
of  human  blood.  Any  Hesident  Magistrate 
who  knew  his  business,  in  place  of 
telgraphing  "Don't  hesitate  to  shoot," 
would  have  telegraphed  **  Hesitate  to 
shoot  until  such  an  awful  emergency 
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arises  as  will  compol  you  to  reBort  to 
that  terrible  means  of   preserring  the 
peace."    Captain  Plunkett  was  the  hero 
of  that  famous  telegram  "  Don't  hesi- 
tate to  shoot,"  a  tclegraoi  which  had 
certainly  done  excellent  service  in  de- 
feating Tory  candidates  at  bye-elections 
in  this  country.    And  that  telegram  had 
been  sent,  of  all  places  in  tho  world,  to 
that  very  town  of  Youghal ;  but  that  was 
not  the  only  association  in  the  past  be- 
tween Captain  Plunkett  and  the  town  of 
Youghal,  for  some  time  aeo  a  young 
man  named  Hanlon  was  killed  in  some 
disturbances  which  took  place    there. 
He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  would  not  go  into 
the  circumstances  in  which  this  jonng 
man's    life  was    taken,   but    eveiyone 
knew  that  the  feeling  in  Youghal  was  that 
the  young  man's  life  was  sacrificed  by 
Captain  Plunkett ;  yet  this  man  wbo  was 
regarded  in  the  district  in  that  light, 
and  who  was  the  author  of  the  telegram 
to  which   he  had  referred,  was  of  all 
other  men  the  one  selected  to  preserve  the 
peace  of  Youghal.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
tho  Member  for  North-East  Cork  (Mr. 
W.  O'Brien)  gave  the  Chief  Secretary  and 
Captain  Plunkett  an  easy  opportunity 
of  at  once  carrying  out  their  proclama- 
tion   and  preserving  the  peace.     His 
(Mr.  O'Connor's)  hon.  Friend  did  not 
say,  '*  We  will  hold  this  meeting  in  spita 
of  you."    What  he  said  was,  *•  We  will 
assert  our  right  to  get  into  the  place  of 
meeting,  but  if  you  use  force  to  prevent 
us  we  will  submit  quietly,  and  have  the 
question  tried  in  the  Courts  of  Law.'* 
That  took  place  in  Ireland,  but  be  (Mr. 
O'Connor)  should  call  this  an  eminently 
English  way  of  settling  a  matter  of  this 
kind.      It  was  the  course  adopted  by 
Mr.  Saunders,  lately  Member  ror  East 
Hull,  in  regard  to  a  meeting  in  Trafalgar 
Square.    Mr.  Saunders  had  gone  to  the 
Square,  made  his  speech,  allowed  him- 
self to  bo  arrested,  and  then  allowed 
tho  Government  of  the  day  to  bring  him 
into  Court  in   order  that    the    matter 
might  be  settled  in  an  English,  consti- 
tutional method  in  the   Courts  of  the 
country.     The  Member  for  North-East 
Cork  adopted  that  view,  and  surely  no 
step  could  have  been  taken  more  calcu- 
lated to  satisfy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chiof  Secretary,  if  his  desire  was  to 
follow  the  English  system.    The  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  approached 
tho  place  where  the  police  were ;  he  kepi 
the  crowd  back,  so  i^nxioi|t  wai  he  t* 
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avoid  even  the  appearance  of  disturbing 
the  peace.  There  was  a  considerable 
space  between  the  Member  for  North- 
East  Cork  and  the  crowd,  as  the  hon. 
Member  wanted  to  avoid  giving  even 
the  semblance  of  an  excuse  to  the  ma- 
gistrates for  interrupting  the  meeting. 
He  said,  **  I  am  going  to  hold  this  meet- 
ing— arrest  me, commit  a  technical  assault 
on  me,  and  we  will  have  the  case  tried 
in  the  Law  Courts."  If  that  had  hap- 
pened, the  hon.  Member  would  have 
turned  round  to  the  crowd  and  have 
asked  them  to  disperse.  Ho  would  have 
said,  **  I  will  try  this  case  not  by  armed 
collision  between  you  and  the  police,  but 
in  a  Court  of  Law,  and  let  a  Court  of 
Law  decide  between  you  and  the  police." 
He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  point 
out  a  more  peaceful  and  legal  method 
of  deciding  between  him  and  the  people 
of  Youghal.  But  legal  and  peaceful 
methods  did  not  suit  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  his  Government  of  **law 
and  order."  Of  all  methods,  those  which 
were  antagonistic  to  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman were  those  which  were  legal  and 
orderly.  Well,  what  took  place  !  Captain 
Plunkett,  in  his  usual  braggadocio  style, 
said — **  You  must  take  the  con  sequences," 
and  did  not  arrest  him.  He  sent  detec- 
tives around,  and  before  a  word  of  anger 
had  been  spoken  on  one  side  or  the  other, 
or  a  blow  had  been  struck,  one  of  these 
detectives  struck  the  horse  which  was 
harnessed  to  the  car  on  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  North-East  Cork  and  Canon 
Keller  were  standing.  Everybody  who 
was  at  all  well  acquainted  with  an  Irish 
jaunting  car  must  know  that  at  any 
time  a  standing  position  in  one  of  them 
was  an  extremely  unsafe  position  to  be 
in,  and  that  if  this  detective  had  wished 
to  imperil  the  lives  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  North-East  Cork 
and  Canon  Keller,  ho  could  not  have 
adopted  a  better  course.  The  man  struck 
the  horse — a  piece  of  wanton  brutality 
which  ought  to  have  disgusted  even 
Captain  Plunkett  and  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary— and  the  result  was  that  the  crowd 
got  excited,  and  Captain  Plunkett  got 
separated  from  his  men  and  was  as- 
saulted. He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  had  seen 
deseriptions  of  the  injuries  inflicted,  and 
as  a  Christian,  he  must  say  he  was  sorry 
for  them ;  but  at  the  same  time  it  must 
be  erident  to  all,  that  Captain  Plunkett 
kad  broaght  them  on  himself  by  his 


brutal  behaviour.  If  he  had  taken  the 
course  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  North-East  Cork,  the  people  would 
have  dispersed  quietly,  and  he  himself 
would  have  been  able  to  go  safoly  to  his 
home,  and  that  course  would  have  been 
a  better  one  in  the  interests  of  law  and 
order,  though  it  might  not  have  so  well 
pleased  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary.  He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  did 
not  know  whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  going  to  take  proceedings  against 
the  Member  for  North-East  Cork,  but 
he  did  not  think  he  would  be  so  bold, 
since  that  hon.  Member  had  become 
better  known  to  the  House  and  to  the 
country  than  he  had  been.  He  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  rather 
be  inclined  to  run  away  from  a  prose- 
cution, just  as  he  had  run  away  from 
the  hon.  Member's  speech  in  that  House, 
now  that  he  knew  that  behind  the 
Member  for  North  -  East  Cork  there 
were  millions  of  English  hearts  who 
loved  him  as  dearly  as  his  own  country- 
men. The  Chief  Secretary  had  a  few 
broken  heads  to  his  credit,  and  had 
bludgeoned  a  few  people ;  but  if  that 
was  his  way  of  tranquillizing  Ireland 
and  making  its  people  hug  the  idea  of 
the  Union,  he  (Mr.  O'Connor)  must  say 
that  if  he  and  his  Friends  on  that  side 
of  the  House  were  Unionists,  they 
would  regard  the  Chief  Secretary  as  the 
deadliest  enemy  of  their  cause,  and  if 
they  wore  landlords  they  would  regard 
him  also  as  their  deadliest  enemy.  They 
had  within  the  last  few  days  heard 
several  speeches  from  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  South  Tyrone  (Mr. 
T.  W.  Russell).  He  would  not  ask 
that  hon.  Member  to  say  all  he  had  in 
his  mind,  but  he  knew  that  if  he  did  say 
all  he  had  in  his  mind  he  would  say 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  policy  most 
menacing  to  the  Unionist  cause  in  Ire- 
land, and  especially  in  Ulster,  was  the 
policy  of  the  Chief  Secretary  with  re- 
gard to  the  Land  Question.  [Mr.  T. 
W.  Russell  (Tyrone,  S.) :  Hear,  hear?] 
The  Chief  Secretary  was  estranging  the 
tenants  and  ruining  the  landlords  of 
Ireland,  and  let  them  look  at  the  pic- 
ture he  had  given  them  of  the  condition 
of  the  landlords.  The  Chief  Secretary 
had  given  them  a  Jeremiad  instead  of 
a  psean  over  the  result  of  his  policy 
upon  them.  All  he  had  to  say  was  to 
beseech  for  mercy  on  behalf  of  these 
landlords  for  whom  he  had  been  using 
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coercion  80  savagely  for  montbs  past. 
He  (Mr.  O'Connor)  was  not  at  all  soriy 
to  have  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in  his 
present  position  instead  of  tho  Memher 
for  West  Bristol  (Sir  Michael  Hicks 
Beach),  for  the  latter  would  have  been 
a  much  more  dangerous  opponent, 
fcruch  KpctH-hos  as  lie  niado  and  the 
general  policy  of  tho  present  (Jhief 
ISc'cretary  in  Ireland  was  calculated  to 
put  an  early  end  to  tho  present  unhappy 
struggle. 

Mr,  SMITH-BAERY  (Hunts,  S.) 
said,  he  should  not  have  taken  any  part 
in  this  discussion  if  it  had  not  been  for 
a  remark  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  spoken  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor). 
In  speaking  of  tho  Ponsonby  estate,  tho 
hon.  Member  had  made  an  attack  on 
tho  Cork  landlords,  and  more  especially 
on  himself  (Mr.  Smith-Barry),  as  head 
of  an  association  known  as  tho  Cork 
Defence  Union.  lie  would  tell  the  hon. 
Member— if  he  divl  not  know  it  before 
— tliat  that  Defence  Union  was  not  an 
association  of  landlords  at  all.  It  Avas 
an  association  composed  of  all  sorts  and 
different  classes  of  men,  merchants,  far- 
mers, and  landlords,  and  was  in  no 
sense  a  purely  landlords'  organizatitm. 
lie  would  tell  the  hon.  Member,  further, 
that  tho  Cork  Defence  Union  had  not, 
and  never  had  liad.  control  over  or 
management  of  the  Ponsonby  estate. 
That  estate  had  from  the  beginning 
been  under  Mr.  Ponsonby's  own  control. 
If  it  were  not  under  Mr.  Ponsonby's  own 
control  now,  it  certainly  was  not  under 
tho  control  of  any  association  in  tho 
county  of  Cork.  The  hon.  Member  had 
made  an  attack  on  tho  landlords  of  the 
county  of  Cork  and  on  himself  (^Ir. 
Smith-Barry)  for  inctigating  Mr.  Pon- 
sonby to  exact  such  terms  from  his  ten- 
ants as  ho  himself  Avould  not  ask,  and 
as  other  landlords  in  the  county  of  Cork 
would  not  venture  to  exact.  lie  would 
like  to  tell  the  hon.  Member,  as  he  ap- 
peared to  be  somewhat  out  in  his  facts, 
that  he  noticed  last  night  in  a  news- 
paper the  hon.  Member  probably  might 
have  seen — an  evening  newspaper  called 
7 he  Star — an  article  entitled  **Mr. 
O'Brien  Interviewed,"  in  which  a  good 
many  of  the  facts  stated  by  tho  hon. 
Member  just  now  appeared,  and  that 
those  facts  wore  entirely  out  of  accord 
with  the  true  circumstances  of  the  case. 
In  the  first  place,  with  regard  to  Mr. 
Ponsonby — whom,  he  might  say,  was 
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one  of  tho  most  honourable  and  kindest- 
hearted  gentlemen  that  he  ever  had  the 
honour  of  meeting,  a  gentleman  who 
was  as  anxious  as  anyone  possibly 
could  be  to  do  what  was  right  and  just 
to  his  tenants  if  they  would  let  him — 
that  gentleman  possessed  an  estate  in 
the  county  of  Cork,  tho  Poor  Law  valua- 
tion of  which  was  about  £7,000  a-year, 
and  tho  rental  of  which  was  somewhere 
under  £8,000.  Tho  Poor  Law  yaluation 
in  that  part  of  the  country,  as  everyone 
acquainted  with  the  South  of  Ireland 
knew,  was  a  high  valuation,  and  the 
rental  was  by  no  means  an  excessive  one. 
Mr.  Ponsonby  had  been  giving  a  reduc- 
tion to  his  tenants  for  some  years  past, 
and  he  offered  them  18  months  ago, 
when  they  first  put  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign on  him,  20  per  cont  reduction  on 
the  old  rents — tho  non-judicial  rents-- 
:md  10  per  cent  on  the  rent.s  judiciaily 
fixed.  Tho  tenants  themselves  de- 
manded 35  per  cent  reduction  on  the  old 
rents  and  20  per  cont  on  the  judicial 
rents.  Tho  hon.  Member  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  wished  to  compare  those 
terms  with  those  he  (Mr.  Smith-Barrr) 
was  at  that  time  giving.  He  certainly 
was  not  giving,  nor  had  he  at  any  time 
given,  such  reductions  as  those,  nor  did 
he  know  of  any  landlords  in  the  South 
of  Cork,  or  in  the  South  of  Ireland,  who 
would  have  volunteered  such  terms  at 
Mr.  Ponsonby  was  asked  to  give.  These 
rents  had  never  been  raised  in  the 
memory  of  man.  They  were  old  rents, 
which  had  been  paid  regularly  by  the 
tenants  for  generations,  and  for  seven 
years  up  to  the  time  when  the  Plan  of 
Campaign  was  put  on  Mr.  Ponsonby,  18 
months  ago,  not  more  than  half-a-aosen 
evictions  had  taken  place.  He  did  not 
wish  to  detain  tho  House.  This  was 
somewhat  in  the  naturo  of  a  personal 
explanation.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
address  the  House  this  evening,  but  he 
would  say  this — that  tho  landlords  of 
the  County  of  Cork,  and,  as  far  as  he 
knew,  the  landlords  of  the  whole  of  Ire- 
land, had  been  and  wore  only  too  anxious 
to  meet  their  tenants  in  any  fair  and 
reasonable  manner.  The  landlords  of 
the  county  of  Cork,  some  weeks  pre- 
vious to  the  Plan  of  Campaign  being  put 
on  Mr.  Ponsonby,  held  a  meeting  and 
declared  themselves  anxious  to  do  every- 
thing th;y  could  to  meet  the  fair  re- 
quirements of  the  time.  The  vast  majo- 
rity of  them  bad  acted  on  that  prind^e. 
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Mr.  Ponsonby,  who,  as  lie  had  shown, 
had  offered  fair  terms,  had  also  given 
his  agent  instructions,  in  any  special  case 
where  the  circumstances  demanded  it, 
to  gprant  a  special  reduction  beyond  that 
which  he  had  already  promised.  In 
making  these  few  remarks  he  hoped  he 
had  vindicated  the  honour  of  his  friend 
Mr.  Ponsonby  and  the  landlords  of  the 
county  of  Cork,  He  would  say  again 
that  Mr.  Ponsonby  had  endeavoured 
over  and  over  again  to  get  this  matter 
settled  if  it  could  possibly  be  settled, 
and  the  reason  why  it  had  not  been 
settled  was  that  the  demands  of  the 
tenants,  or,  rather,  not  of  the  tenants 
themselves,  but  of  their  advisers,  Canon 
Keller  and  the  hon.  Member  for  East 
Cork,  who  had  been  instrumental  in 
getting  the  Plan  of  Campaign  adopted 
in  the  district,  had  been  so  exorbitant 
that  it  had  been  impossible  to  concede 
them. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE :  I  gave  way 
just  now  to  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  South  Hunts  (Mr.  Smith-Barry),  in 
order  that  he  might  reply  to  the  personal 
attack  just  made  upon  him  ;  and  I  think 
the  House  will  be  pleased  with  the  brief, 
clear,  and  manly  statement  with  which 
he  defended  not  only  himself,  as  an 
Irish  landlord,  but  all  the  other  land- 
lords that  have  been  aspersed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Division 
of  Liverpool.  But  the  hon.  Member  has 
not  contented  himself  with  an  attack  on 
my  hon.  Friend  and  on  the  Cork  Defence 
As80ciati(m  ;  but  he  has  gone  in  his 
usual  style  into  topics  concerning  the 
government  of  Ireland.  As  I  have  no 
objection  to  his  treating  these  subjects, 
neither  do  I  object  to  the  style  in  which 
he  has  chosen  to  do  so ;  because  never, 
in  my  wildest  moments,  did  I  expect  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  show  good  taste 
or  fairness  in  criticizing  either  the  Go- 
vernment or  myself.  But  I  think  that  it 
would  have  been  well  if  he  had,  before 
attacking  the  Government,  and  myself 
in  particular,  made  up  his  mind  as  to 
the  exact  line  which  he  intended  to  take. 
It  appeared  to  me  that  in  his  speech  be 
hesitated  between  two  different  lines  of 
criticism.  In  one  part  of  his  speech  he 
wished  to  assert  that  the  Government 
were  too  violent,  and  then  he  turned 
round  and  desired  to  show  that  we 
are  not  now  so  violent  in  our  policy  in 
Ireland  as  we  have  been,  because,  as 
it    aeems,    we    are    terrified    by    such 
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speeches  as  that  which  he  has  just  de- 
livered.    I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member 
that  60  far  as  we  are  concerned  on  this 
side  of  the  House,  against  whom  those 
speeches  are  directed,  they  have  not  the 
slightest  effect  in  inspiring  terror.     The 
hon.  Member  in  the  course  of  his  speech 
proceeded  to  criticize  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  in  Ireland  last  winter  in 
interfering,   as  he  declared,    with   the 
liberty  of  the  Press.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber went  further,  and  said  that  he  was 
very  much  horrified  at  my  audacity,  that 
in  a  speech  I  made  elsewhere — at  Staly- 
bridge,  on  Saturday  night — I  had  not 
refuted  that  accusation.     What  I  stated 
on   Saturday  night   with   reference  to 
the  accusation   of  interfering  with  the 
liberty  of  the  Press  was  that  during  the 
debate  on  the  Address,  no  responsible 
Member  had   got  up  in  his  place  and 
asserted  that  the  statement  was  true ; 
for  if  such  a  charge  could  be  made  and 
sustained  against  a  Minister,  it  was  one 
of  the  most  formidable  that  could  be 
advanced.     How  does  the  hon.  Member 
attempt  to  fill  up  the  gap  left  by  the 
Home  Rule  orators  who  spoke  in  the 
debate  on  the  Address  ?    He  stated  that 
certain  persons  had  been  put  in  prison 
for    publishing    notices    of   prohibited 
meetings.    Does  the  hon.  Member  know 
what  the  freedom  of  the  Press  really 
means  ?  The  liberty  of  the  Press  in  this 
country  is  the  right  which  enables  a 
person  to  publish  what  opinions  he  likes., 
and  defend  them  by  such  arguments  as 
he  hopes  may  influence   the   minds  of 
others.     That  is  the  liberty  of  the  Press, 
and  that  is  a  liberty  which  the  Govern- 
ment has  never  interfered  with  in  Ire- 
land. We  thought,  in  order  to  carry  out 
the  action  of  the  Executive  with  regard 
to  suppressed  branches  in  a  proclaimed 
district,  it  was  necessary  to  prosecute 
certain  gentlemen  connected  with  Irish 
newspapers.  We  did  so,  and  I  am  sorry 
if  hon.  Gentlemen  should  have  been  put 
to  any  suffering  or  inconvenience  ;   but 
I  am  bound  to  say  that  these  prosecu- 
tions have  had  the  most  salutary  effect, 
and    have   carried   out  the    object  for 
which  the  Government  initiated  them. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  state  that 
the  League  which  was  flourishing   all 
over  Ireland,  was  most  flourishing  in  the 
proclaimed  districts,  and  that  meetings 
were  being  published  in  defiance  of  the 
law  by   various  newspapers.     But  the 
Press  prosecutions  were  instituted  for  a 
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particular  objoct— tho  effectual  suppres- 
sion of  the  League  in  these  districts 
which  we  had  proclaimed — and  so  long 
as  that  object  is  attained,  we  are 
not  concerned  with  anything  else. 
That  object  is  thoroughly  attained. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  think 
there  was  a  division  of  opinion  between 
me  and  Colonel  Turner  on  this  subject. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  my  information  on 
this  subject  is  chiefly  derived  from  cor- 
respondence with  Colonel  Turner.  The 
League  may  practically  be  said  to  be  a 
thing  of  the  past  over  Clare  and  those 
parts  of  Cork  in  which  the  branches 
have  been  suppressed.  [*' Oh,  oh!"] 
I  am  perfectly  aware  tliat  we  do  see 
bogus  reports  of  imaginary  meetings 
reported  in  the  Nationalist  Press ;  but 
we  know — it  is  not  a  question  of  con- 
jecture, but  a  question  of  fact— that 
those  reports  are  absolutely  written  out 
by  the  ex- secretary  of  the  branch  iu  his 
own  private  room,  sent  to  the  news- 
papers, and  then  publibked  as  indicating 
what  is  going  on.  But,  considering  that 
the  names  of  the  gentlemen  taking  part 
in  the  meeting  are  known  to  the  police, 
and  that  their  movements  are  watched  on 
the  day  the  meetings  are  said  to  have 
taken  place,  it  is  not  a  matter  of  conjec- 
ture, but  a  matter  of  demonstration  that 
the  report  of  the  meeting  has  no  more 
foundation  in  fact  than  the  majority  of 
the  statements  which  appear  in  the  Irish 
Press.  But  not  only  are  the  reports  of 
these  meetings  purely  imaginary,  but 
oven  the  imaginary  reports  have  altered 
in  their  tone.  That  is  a  circumstance 
which  should  prove  interesting  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  are  curious  to  watch  the 
development  of  affairs  in  Ireland  since 
last  August.  I  do  not  know  whether  the 
House  recollects  that  it  was  my  duty,  when 
certain  districts  were  to  be  proclaimed, 
to  prove  that  the  National  League  was 
a  dangerous  association,  by  reading  out 
a  large  number  of  reports  of  meetings 
of  the  branches  from  different  parts  of 
the  country  inserted  in  different  news- 
papers which  were  of  an  intimidatory 
character,  and  which  mentioned  by 
name  obnoxious  individuals  who  were 
subject  to  the  tyrannical  action  of  the 
League.  The  House,  or  that  portion  of 
the  House  which  is  interested  in  the 
maintenance  of  law  and  order,  will  be 
glad  to  learn  that  that  form  of  report 
has  almost  entirely  disappeared  from 
the  Irish  Press.      The  result    of   our 
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action  has  been  to  enormously  improve 
the  character  of  the  reports  of  those 
meetings,  whether  reports  of  meetings 
in  suppressed  districts  or  real  meetings 
in  other  districts.  It  has  tended  largely 
to  remove  from  them  the  stain  of  being 
the  instruments  of  intimidation  directed 
against  special  individuals.  That  is 
a  satisfactory  sign  of  the  improved 
condition  of  the  country.  Then  the 
hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to  denounce  as 
a  peculiarly  atrocious  example  of  the 
action  of  the  Government  the  proclama- 
tion of  the  meeting  at  Youghsu  on  Sun- 
day. The  hon.  Gentleman  entered  a 
good  deal  into  the  condition  of  Mr.  Fon- 
sonby's  property;  and,  oddly  enough, 
though  he  dealt  at  great  length  with  that 
matter,  not  a  single  word  fell  from  him 
which  would  have  given  anyone  to  un- 
derstand, who  was  not  already  acquainted 
with  the  facts,  that  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign has  been  practised  on  that  estate 
for  nearly  two  years.  The  hon.  Member 
spoke  of  the  strained  relations  existing 
between  landlord  and  tenant ;  but  he 
did  not  give  any  indication  that  the  ten- 
ants on  the  Ponsonby  estate — an  estate 
managed  with  great  liberality,  judg- 
ment, and  generosity — had  been  delibe- 
rately engaged  in  an  illegal  conspiracy 
against  the  landlord  for  nearly  two  years, 
during  which  time  they  had  not  paid  It. 
of  rent.  The  meeting  was  thus  called 
on  an  estate  in  which  the  Plan  of  Cam- 
paign was  in  force,  and  by  the  man 
who,  of  all  others,  had  made  himself 
notorious  in  connection  with  the  Plan 
of  Campaign.  Perhaps  the  House  is 
not  aware  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  North -East  Cork  has  not  been 
seen  for  the  first  time  on  this  oooasion 
on  the  Ponsonby  estate.  They  are  not 
perhaps  aware  that  the  hon.  Member, 
who,  I  think,  told  us  in  a  speech  that 
only  on  one  occasion  did  he  counsel  re- 
sistance on  the  part  of  the  tenants  to  the 
law,  did  counsel  the  tenants  on  the  Pon- 
sonby estate  to  resist  by  violence  the 
process  of  the  law,  and  advised  them  to 
take  as  an  example  for  their  conduct 
the  notorious  instance  of  Saunders'  Fort 
— one  of  the  most  flagrant  cases  of 
deliberate  and  protracted  resistance  to 
the  Sheriff  and  his  officers  which  even 
the  recent  history  of  Ireland  can  furnish. 
I  apprehend,  when  the  House  takes 
these  facts  into  account,  it  will  probably 
entertain  no  doubt  that  the  Executive 
would  have  been   failing  in  its  duty 
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had  it  omitted  to  prohibit  this  meet- 
ing from  being  held,  and  to  disperse 
it  if  an  attempt  had  been  made  to 
hold  it  in  defiance  of  the  proclamation. 
What  is  the  avowed  excuse  given  for 
the  meeting  ?  It  is  to  protest,  as  far  as 
I  understand  it,  against  the  action  of 
the  landlord  in  preventing  his  tenants 
coming  into  Court  to  have  a  fair  rent 
fixed.  I  wish  the  hon.  Gentleman,  when 
discussing  this  question,  had  explained 
to  the  House  by  what  legal  precoss  it 
was  possible  for  the  landlord  to  prevent 
his  tenants  going  into  Court.  [An  Irish 
Member  :  By  eviction  notice.]  If  a 
tenant  is  turned  into  a  caretaker  it  is  no 
doubt  true  that  he  loses  the  privileges 
conferred  by  the  Act  of  1881,  which  are 
only  given  to  tenants.  But  there  are 
certain  preliminary  stages  to  be  gone 
through  before  a  tenant  is  turned  into  a 
caretaker.  The  hon.  Gentleman  led  us 
to  believe  that  the  tenants  in  question 
had  been  leaseholders. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  Some  of 
them. 

Mr.  a.  J.  BALFOUE  :  I  think  they 
were  not ;  but  it  is  not  material.  Whe- 
ther leaseholders  or  tenants  from  year 
to  year,  no  action  that  the  landlord  could 
possibly  take  would  deprive  them  of  the 
right  of  going  into  Court  and  having  a 
fair  rent  fixed. 

Mr.  T.  W.  EUSSELL  (Tyrone,  S.) : 
What  is  the  effect  of  arrears  in  that  case  ? 

Mr.  A»  J.  BALFOUE:  Arrears  are 
not  the  point  in  question.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  has  raised  a  different  issue. 
It  is  not  pretended  that  on  account  of 
accumulation  of  arrears,  the  tenants 
were  prevented  from  going  in  Court. 
The  accusation  is  that  they  were  turned 
into  caretakers,  and,  consequently,  pre- 
cluded from  going  into  Court.  AVith 
regard  to  arrears,  I  will  point  out  that 
those  people,  had  they  thought  them- 
selves aggrieved,  at  any  stage  of  the 
preliminary  proceedings,  would  have 
had  the  power  not  only  of  going  into 
Court  to  have  a  fair  rent  fixed,  but  of 
asking  the  County  Court  Judge  to  give  a 
stay  of  execution  on  the  proceedings  to 
evict  them  until  a  fair  rent  had  been 
fixed  for  them  by  the  action  of  the 
Court,  and  no  action  of  the  landlord 
could  deprive  them  of  the  power  of 
going  into  Court.  Is  there  any  evidence 
that  this  request  for  stay  of  execution 
was  made,  or  that  the  request  was  re- 
fused ?  If  there  is  not,  does  it  not  show 


that  they  had  no  case  ?  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman next  says  that  the  proclamation 
of  the  meeting  came  too  late.  But  I 
gather  that,  however  late  the  proclama- 
tion may  have  been,  it  gave  ample  time 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  North-East  Cork 
to  make  a  written  communication  to  Cap- 
tain Plunkett  respecting  it.  If  that  hon. 
Member  had  obeyed  the  proclamation,  he 
could  have  prevented  a  not  very  creditable 
scene  which,  in  consequence  of  his  re- 
sistance, took  place  on  Sunday.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  also  raked  up  the  incorrect 
and  oft  exploded  version  of  the  telegram 
sent  by  Captain  Plunkett  with  regard  to 
the  riots  at  Youghal.  The  hon.  Member 
interpolated  a  sarcasm  to  the  effect  that 
that  telegram  had  done  a  great  deal  to 
cause  the  Conservative  Party  to  lose  so 
many  bye-elections.  We  have  not  lost 
so  many  bye- elections  after  all ;  but  I 
will  not  go  into  that  point.  I  would, 
however,  ask  the  hon.  Member,  if  it  bo 
granted  that  this  telegram  produced 
such  an  effect  on  constituencies  in  Eng- 
land, whether  it  was  a  true  description 
of  what  the  telegram  was  and  of  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  it  was  issued 
that  produced  that  effect,  or  was  it  the 
utterly  incorrect  and  imaginative  version 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  gave  of  it 
in  this  House,  and  which  I  know  was 
repeated  in  newspapers  and  on  platforms 
in  order  to  inflame  the  public  mind 
against  one  of  the  most  honourable, 
most  distinguished,  and  most  courageous 
public  servants  that  the  Government 
of  tho  country  possesses  ?  [**  Oh,  oh !  "J 
No  man  in  this  world  is  more  anxious 
than  Captain  Plunkett  to  prevent  the 
shedding  of  blood.  [*'  No,  no  !  "  from 
the  Home  Rule  Members.']  But  Captain 
Plunkett  is  aware,  as  every  other  roan 
who  has  ever  been  responsible  for  this 
kind  of  transaction  is  aware,  that  tho 
first  condition  of  maintaining  peace  and 
averting  the  effusion  of  blood  is  to  say 
that  in  case  of  absoiute  necessity  violence 
will  bo  resisted  by  violence.  And  I  have 
more  than  once  before  pointed  out  to  the 
House  that  the  result  of  this  telegram 
was,  that  a  mob  which  might  have  be- 
come dangerous  both  to  themselves  and 
to  the  police,  were  managed  and  dispersed 
without  any  bloodshed  or  destruction  of 
life.  [**No,  no!'*]  Hon.  Members 
interrupt  me  apparently  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  loss  of  life  at  Youghal 
was  due  to  the  telegram.  But  even  in 
Ireland  the  effect  cannot  precede  the 
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cauae.  And  unless  my  memory  deceives 
me,  the  unfortunate  man  Han  Ion  tras  shot 
before  tlio  telofn^am  was  eont  by  Capti 
Flunkett;  and  I  tliiak  tliat  ^ill  not  be 
contradicted  now  tbat  I  have  given  boa. 
Gentlemen  an  opportunity  of  recoUoct- 
ing  tbo  facta  of  the  caee.  I  tbtnk  I 
have  now  dealt  at  as  niuoh  length  ai 
the  caso  deserves  witb  all  the  circum- 
Btancos  of  the  proclamation  of  the  meet- 
ing at  Youghal.  I  have  ehonn.  that 
vo  were  woll  advised  in  proclaiming  tbe 
meeting.  I  Lave  shown  that  the  clr- 
cumetanocs  of  the  Ponsoaby  estate  made 
the  meeting  illegal.  I  have  shonn  ah 
in  iny  ohsorvations  with  regard  to  the 
influence  of  tho  National  League  gene- 
rally and  to  its  suppression  in  thp  pro- 
claimed disfricla,  that  no  man  either  in 
this  country  or  in  Ireland  who  is  really 
aiiKions  for  the  maintenance  of  law  and 
order  aan  bo  otherwise  than  satisfied 
with  tho  oourae  whiuli  the  Govermnont 
have  taken  or  tho  pulicy  which  they  have 
found  it  neoossary  to  pursue. 

Sir  JOSKl'li  PEASE  (Durham, 
Barnard  Onstlo)  said,  ho  did  not  desire 
to  take  part  in  the  debate  which  had 
been  going  on,  as  be  believed  tlie  Ques- 
tion Mr.  ypoaker  had  put  before  tho 
House  was  a  much  more  interesting  one 
— namely,  "  That  this  Ilouee  do  on  its 
rising  adjourn  until  April  5th  ;  "  but  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  had  made  a  statement  soon 
after  that  Question  was  proposed, 
ng.tinst  which  he  (Sir  Joseph  Pease) 
*  desired  to  put  in  a  enreai.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  so  sanguine  ns  to 
imagine  that  tbo  Local  Government  Bill 
would  be  brought  up  for  second  reading 
on  TJiursday,  and  that  the  second  read- 
ing debate  would  terminate  on  Friday. 
He  (Sir  Joseph  I'ease)  thought  it  would 
bo  paying  a  pour  couipliniont  to  the 
right  hou.  Gentleman  the  President  of  tbe 
Looal  Government  Board  [Ur.Eitchie)  if 
a  Bil!  of  such  a  complicated  cUaraoter, 
and  with  which  tlie  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man had  taken  such  great  pains,  were 
passed  over  in  such  a  slighting  a  manner. 
He  would  appeal  to  tbe  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
to  say  whether,  on  refleotioa,  be  really 
thought  that  the  Bill  could  be  debated 
on  second  reading  in  the  course  of 
two  nights?  It  contained  questions  which 
would  rouse  all  their  temperance  Friends 
in  the  House  and  the  country  Gentlemen, 
and  it  would  raise  questiona  as  to  looal 
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diviaione  and  loo&I  goremment.  Whilrt 
tboy  all  desired  to  get  into  Committee 
on  the  Bill  and  to  make  progroBa  with 
it  as  fast  as  they  reaaonably  could,  ths 
sontimente  of  those  Uembera  at  the 
House  who  would  bo  likely  to  desira  to 
speak  could  hardly  be  expressed,  even 
if  those  Members  Bzerciaed  the  greateat 
restraint  over  their  loquacity,  in  two 
nights.  He  merely  wished,  as  he  had 
said,  on  the  part  of  many  Memfaera  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House, 
to  enter  a  eaveal  against  the  too  aanguina 
estimate  of  the  right  hon.  Oentlsmtn 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treaaary. 

Mr.  UUNDKLLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  that  before  the  right  Eon. 
Gentleman  rose,  he  wiahed  to  say  that 
when  they  suggested  that  the  time  pro- 
posed by  the  right  hon.  0«iitIeiuan  was 
too  short,  they  did  not  mean  that  the 
time  nUowed  between  the  introduotios 
of  the  Local  Government  Bill  and  the 
second  reading  was  too  short,  but  that 
tho  second  reading  debate  woiUd  be  pro- 
longed beyond  the  two  days  he  had 
estimated.  No  doubt,  they  would  be 
glad  on  all  sides  if  two  nights  were 
found  to  suffice.  He  (Mr.  Uundella] 
rose  to  ask  when  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man proposed  to  take  the  second  reading 
of  the  Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill ; 
because,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
knew,  until  they  had  bsid  the  discussion 
on  the  second  reading  the  Grand  Com- 
mittee could  not  commence  its  labours  ? 

Mh.  W.  H.  smith  :  There  is  no 
desire  ou  the  part  of  the  Goremment  to 
unduly  press  forward  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill ;  but,  inasmuch  as  the  general 
principle  of  the  measure  has  been  praa- 
tically  accepted  with  almost  practical 
unanimity,  although  there  are  points 
and  details  which  may  properlT  be 
raised  for  disouaston  at  length  in  Oom- 
niitteo,  I  should  hope  that  we  shall  be 
able  to  take  the  second  readino^  in  two 
nights'  debate.  With  regard  to  the 
Railway  and  Canal  Traffic  Bill,  I  will 
endeavour  to  make  some  arrangement 
for  getting  it  read  a  second  time  as 
shortly  after  Easter  as  is  praotioable. 
The  measure,  it  will  be  recolleoted,  haa 
passed  through  the  House  oi  Lords; 
and,  therefore,  tho  same  preaanre  does 
not  exist  with  respect  to  it  as  applies  to 
the  case  of  some  other  Bills.  Sir,  I 
think  1  may  now  venture  to  appeal  to 
the  House  to  come  to  a  deciaiou  on  the 
question  of  the  Motion  I  have  proposed 
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to  the  House,  as  there  are  several 
Notices  of  Motion  on  the  Paper,  and 
hon.  Members  will  be  put  to  great  in- 
convenience. To  prevent  that  incon- 
venienoe,  I  will  claim  to  move,  ''  That 
the  Question  be  now  put." 

Me.  W.  EEDMOND  (Fermanagh, 
N.) :  Why  do  not  you  let  us  answer  the 
Ohief  Secretary's  speech  ? 

Me.  speaker  :  Order,  order ! 

Me.  W.  REDMOND :  You  are  afraid 
io  bo  answered 

Me.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Member 

fersists  in  these  unseemly  interruptions, 
shall  have  to  take  strong  measures. 
Me.  J.  F.  X,  O'BRIEN  (Mayo,  S.) : 
You  are  cowards. 

Me.  SPEAKER:  Order! 

Question  put  accordingly,  ^^That  the 
Question  be  now  put." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  145  ;  Noes 
61 :  Majority  94.— (Div.  List,  No.  54.) 

Question,  ''That  this  House,  at  its 
rising,  do  adjourn  till  Thursday,  5th 
April,"  put,  and  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 

before  Seven  o'clock  till 

Thursday  6th  April. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS, 

Thursday,  6th  April,  1888. 


MINUTES.]— New  Member  Sworn— David 
Randell,  esquire,  for  the  County  of  Gla- 
morgan (Western  or  Gower  Division). 

Supply — considered  in  Committee— Cwih  Ser- 
TiCB  Estimates  ;  Class  I. — Public  Works 
AND  Buildings,  Votes  1  to  6,  8  to  13. 

Public  Bills — Committee — i?tf/?or^— Copyright 
(Musical  Compositions]  *  [156]. 

deferred  to  Standing  Committee  on  Law,  ^e.  — 
County  Courts  Consolidation  •  [173]. 

Withdrawn — Metropolis  Local  Government  • 
[14]. 

IMPRISONMENT   OP   A    MEMBER  (MR. 

GILHOOLY). 

Mr.  SPEAKER  acquainted  the  House 
that  he  had  received  the  following  letter 
relating  to  the  Imprisonment  of  a  Mem- 
ber of  this  House  :  — 

Macroom,  Co.  Cork,  Ireland, 

aist  March,  1888. 
Sir, 

I  hare  the  honour  to  inform'you  that  Mr.  J. 

QiUiooly,  M.P.,  haa  been  sentenced  to  fourteen 

dajiP  OBpriMmMot  witiioot  H.L.,  commencing 


on  the  30th  March,  1888,  under  the  Prevention 

of  Crime  Act,  1871,  84  &  35  Vict.  chap.  119, 

sect.  12,  for  an  assault  committed  on  a  County 

Inspector,  Royal  Irish  Constahulary. 

I  have  the  honour  to  he, 

Sir, 

Your  most  obedient  Servant, 

H.  Caddell,  Lt.  Col., 

Resident  Magistrate, 

Co.  Cork. 
To  the  Right  Honble. 

The  Speaker,  the  House  of  Commons. 

Q  UE STI0N8. 


MOROCCO— DISPUTE   WITH  THE 
UNITED   STATES. 

Mr.  a.  M^ARTHUR  (Leicester)  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  considered  the  expediency  of 
offering  their  mediation  in  the  dispute 
between  the  American  Representative 
at  Tangier  and  the  Sultan  of  Morocco  ? 

The  under  SECRETARY  of 
STATE  (Sir  James  Fergusson)  (Man- 
chester, N.B.) :  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  not  offered  their  mediation 
in  the  differences  which  have  arisen  be- 
tween the  United  States  Consul  at 
Tangier  and  the  Moorish  Government. 
Her  Majesty's  Minister  in  Morocco  has 
done  what  he  could  with  propriety  to 
bring  about  an  accommodation,  but 
without  success  at  present ;  and  the  case 
in  question  is  understood  to  have  been 
referred  by  the  Consul  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  United  States. 

WAR  OFFICE-ARMY  MEDICAL  STAFF 
—ROYAL  WARRANT  OF  1879. 

Dr.  TANNER  (Cork  Co.,  Mid)  had 
the  following  Question  on  the  Paper: — 
To  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
Whether  the  Royal  Warrant  of  No- 
vember, 1879,  which  gave  officers  of 
the  Army  Medical  Staff  the  right  to  re- 
tire after  20  years'  service,  is  about  to 
be  interfered  with  or  set  aside  ;  whether 
the  condition  of  retirement  was  intended 
as  an  inducement  to  medical  men  to 
enter  the  Service;  and,  whether  this 
provision  under  the  said  Warrant,  if  in- 
terfered with,  will  affect  the  retirement 
of  those  medical  officers  who  entered  the 
Service  since  the  Warrant  was  issued  ? 

The  secretary  of  STATE  (Mr. 
E.  Stanhope)  (Lincolnshire,  Horncastlo) : 
This  Question  has  been  on  the  Paper  for 
four    days,   and,   perhaps,    I    may  be 
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allowed  to  ansvror  it.  It  is  not  intended 
to  prevent  medical  officers  from  retiring 
after  20  years'  service;  but  it  is  pro- 
posed to  require  a  reasonable  service  in 
a  given  rank  before  allowing  retirement 
on  the  rates  permitted  for  that  rank. 
The  power  of  retiring  after  20  years' 
service  was,  undoubtedly,  held  out  as  an 
inducement  to  candidates  to  come  for- 
ward ;  and,  as  regards  that  retirement 
on  £1  a-day,  no  restriction  will  be 
placed  upon  it.  The  last  paragraph  of 
the  Question  touches  on  vested  rights. 
Those,  as  in  all  other  branches  of  the 
Service,  must  be  regarded  as  governed 
by  the  Rule  enunciated  by  Lord  Pen- 
zance's Hoyal  Commission  in  1 876,  that 
an  officer's  rights  are  limited  to  the  rank 
he  holds ;  and  this  Hulo  is  embodied  in 
the  Preamble  to  the  Eoyal  Warrant. 

PRISONS— CONVICT  riUSON  AT 
DOVER. 

Major  DICK:S0N  (Dover)  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether,  as 
the  convict  prison  at  Dover  is  now  ready 
and  occupied,  it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
l^lajesty^s  Government  to  proceed  with 
the  harbour  of  refuge,  the  convict  station 
having  been  established  at  Dover  for 
that  purpose  ? 

The  first  LOEl)  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  not  the  intention  of  Iler 
Majesty's  Government  to  ask  Parliament 
this  Session  to  make  provision  for  the 
commencement  of  a  harbour  of  refuge 
at  Dover. 


;  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  (ENGLAND  AND 
WALES)  BILL-REVISION  OF  VALUA- 
TION. 

Mb.  OHANNINQ  (Northampton,  E.) 
said,  that,  if  not  premature,  he  should 
like  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury, Whether  the  reyision  of  yalaation 
would  be  dealt  with  as  a  separate  Bill 
apart  from  the  Local  Oovemment  Bill ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  the  GK)Yemment 
would  be  prepared  to  introduce  a  Bill 
for  the  revision  of  valuation,  and  to  pat 
it  on  a  more  simple  basis  daring  the 
present  Session  ? 

The  FIRST  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster),  in  reply, 
said,  it  was  usual  to  give  Notice  of 
the  kind  of  Question  asked  by  the  hen. 
Member;  but  probably  he  was  unac- 
quainted with  the  practice.  It  was  not 
possible  for  him  to  give  any  undertaking 
of  the  kind. 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  H0T3SE. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA.  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  inquired,  Whether,  if  Classes  L 
and  II.  of  the  Civil  Service  Estimates 
were  finished  that  night,  the  Goyem- 
ment  would  go  on  with  Class  III.  to- 
morrow ? 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  Certainly,  Sir  ;  if  we 
are  so  fortunate  as  to  get  through 
Classes  I.  and  II.  to-night,  wo  shall  pro- 
ceed with  Class  in.  to-morrow. 


MEMORANDUM 


OF 


THE  SEOEETAM  TO  THE  TREASURY 


BELATING  TO  THE 


•  •      • 


CIVIL   SERVICE   ESTIMATES, 


(PRESENTED  BY  EER  MAJE8TTS  COMMAND,) 


ABSTRACT  OF  ESTIMATES  OF  CIVIL  SERVICES  AND  REVENUE 

DEPARTMENTS. 


Civil  Services, 

j    1887-88. 
1888-89.       (Grants 

• 

s 

1 

Decrease. 

CASH 
EXTRA  RECEIPTS. 

in  Session 
of  1887.) 

1888-89. 

1887-88. 

Class    I.— Works  AND  Build- 
ings   

£ 
1,723,338 

£ 

2,005,942 

r 

£ 

£ 
282,604 

£ 
43,943 

£ 
43,663 

Class  II. — Salaries,   &c.,  of 
Public  Depart- 
ments       • .     • . 

2,427,208 

'  2,469,663 

^^ 

42,456 

312,887 

320,942 

ClasBllI. — Law  and  Justice 

6,307,630 

6,303,055 

4,476 

— 

718,146 

726,652 

Class  IV. — Education,Science 
AND  Art  ..     •• 

6,738,044 

6,574,178 

163,866 

— 

61,200 

62,230 

Class  V, — Foreign  and  Co- 
lonial     . ,     , . 

616,868 

617,350 

— 
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12,960 

13,820 

ClauVI. — Non-Effbctive  ,, 

1,259,778     1,248,116 

11,662 

— 

50 

60 

ClaasYII. — Miscellaneous  ,. 

72,527 

121,578 

— 

49,061 

2,000 

2,200 

1 

18,146,293 

18,339,882 

180,003 

374,692 

1,161,176 

ash  Extra% 
Receipts,  > 
Decreased 

1,168,367 

I 

{ct  Decrease 

i       •  •       •  • 

C 

£194.589 

£17,181 
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Itevenne  Departments. 


1888-89. 


Customs 

Inland  Aevenue 

Post  Office 

Post  Office  Packet  Service 
Post  Office  Teleguafiis    . . 


937,920 
1,807,629 
0,666,666 

641,500 
2,036,836 


1887-88. 

(Grants 
in  Session 
of  1887.) 


,€11,000,551 


951,848 
1,763,879 
5,420,770 

699,341 
1,050,24S 


10,780,086 


43,750 
245,896 

86,588 


13,928 


376,234 


67,841 


71,769 


CASH 
EXTRA  BEOEIFTS. 


1888^9. 


1887-88. 


452,326 


£ 

£ 

46,398 

46,098 

29,000 

25,000 

364,518 

295,464 

_• 

103,760 

12,410 

11,410 

481,733 


Net  Incroaso     . .     • .     £304,465 


Now  taken  in  aid  of  the  Vote. 


Gash  Extra) 
Heceipts,  (  £29,406 

Decrease^ 


MEMORANDUM. 


Civil  Services. 

The  services  for  which  provision  is  mado  in  the  Civil  Service  Estimates  may 
bo  roughly  divided  into  two  large  groups. 

(1.)  The  first  group  comprises  those  services  which,  having  been  once 
established  by  Act  of  Parliament,  or  otherwise,  grow,  as  a  rule,  in  cost  year 
after  year,  under  the  influence  of  increasing  population  or  the  automatio  effect 
of  regulations  laid  down  for  their  administration.  The  growth  of  such  services 
is  indopondeut  of  any  action  of  the  G-overnment  so  long  as  the  regulations  under 
which  they  are  administered  remain  unaltorod ;  and  any  alteration  which  has 
been  mado  in  the  last  20  years  has  generally  been  on  the  side  of  augmentation. 
The  control  exorcised  by  the  Government  over  the  Estimates  for  these  services 
is,  in  fact,  limited  to  satisfying  themselves  that  sufficient,  and  not  more  than 
sufficient,  provision  is  made  for  them  according  to  the  best  means  available  for 
calculating  expenditure,  which  must,  at  best,  be  somewhat  uncertain.  In 
1868-69  the  total  of  such  services  did  not  much  exceed  £2,340,000;  in  the 
current  year  they  amount  to  at  least  £8,830,000,  an  increase  of  £6,490,000,  of 
which  above  £2,000,000  has  been  added  from  time  to  time  by  fresh  grants  in 
relief  of  local  rates,  but  the  rest  is  due  to  automatio  grovfth. 
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The  principal  items  of  this  olass  in  the  current  and  the  ensuing  year  are  as 
follows : — 


' 

1888-89. 

1887-88. 

1888-89. 

Increase. 

Decrease.. 

Kates  on  Goyernment  Property,  Oontributions 

in  lieu  of. 
Roads.  Contributions  to •     .  •     •  • 

£ 
228,8^8 
295,000 
369,690 
138,000 
370,570 
679,220 

1,023,200 
380,063 

4,662,187 

687,460 

60,013 

£ 
'  226,106 
•671,500 

369,910 
■  136,000 

343,636 

671,320 
1,006,600 

380,082 
4,493,986 

681,300 
61,269 

£ 
2,743 

3,000 

26,936 

7,900 

700 

168,202 
6,160 
8,764 

£ 

276,600 
220 

19 

Poor  Laws,  Grants  in  Aid  under • 

Criminal  Prosecutions,  Repayments  to  Coun- 
ties and  Boroughs. 
County    Courts,  Remuneration  of  Registrars 
'    and  High  Bailiffs. 
Metropolitan  Police  Fund,  Contribution  to  . . 

Police,  County  and  Borough,  Great  Britain, 
Contribution  to  Charge  of. 

Reformatories  and  Industrial  Schools,  Allow- 
ance for  Inmates  of. 

Education,    Science    and  Art,  Payments  by 
Resolts. 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Allowance  for      ••     ••     .. 

Savings     Banks     and     Friendly     Societies 
Deficiency. 

Total £ 

8,784,261 

8,829,696 

231,394 

376,739 

Decrease 


•  •     £46,346 


*  The  rate  of  contribution  was  doubled  for  this  year  only. 


To  understand  correctly  the  significance  of  the  relative  expenditure  provided 
for  in  the  two  years,  the  temporary  increase  of  the  Eoad  Grants  in  the  year 
1887-88  should  he  excluded  from  the  comparison,  when  it  will  he  seen  that  the 
automatic  increase  which  has  to  he  proyided  for  in  1888-89  amounts  to 
£231,155. 


(2.)  The  second  group  comprises  those  services  over  which,  except  so  far  as 
they  are  affected  by  th^  exigencies  of  business,  the  Government  may  be  regarded 
as  exercising  effective  control.  The  amounts  which  come  under  this  group  are 
as  follows : — 
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1888-89. 

1887-88. 

InoreaM. 

DaciCMo. 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

Class      I.^Works  and  BoildingB 

••• 

1,199,400 

1,208,337 

— 

8,847 

Class    II. — Civil  Departmonis     .  • 

■  • 

2,057,618 

9,099,763 

— 

42,235 

Class  III. — Law  and  Justico        .  • 

•  • 

3,816,477 

3,867,618 

— 

51,C41 

Class    IV. — Education,  Scicnco  and  Art 

1,086,857 

1,080,193 

6,664 

— 

Class     V. — Foreign  and  Colonial 

■  • 

616,863 

617,360 

1  - 

— 
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Class   VI. Non-Effcctivo    .• 

513,305 
72,527 

616,657 
121,678 

3,252 

Class  VII.— Miscellaneous     . .     . . 

•  • 

£ 

1 

— 

49,051 

9,361,012 

9,510,286 

6,664 

164,908 

NetDecreaM    ..     ••     £149,244 


Thoro  is  thus  a  reduction  of  £149,244  in  the  provision  made  next  year  for 
those  services  over  which  control  is  retained  Ih  the  hands  of  the  Govem- 
ment. 

Another  correction  should,  however,  be  made  before  proceeding  to  analyze 
this  reduction.  The  term  of  the  Irish  Land  Commission  ezpires,  under  the 
Act  44  &  45  Vict.  c.  49,  upon  the  22nd  August  next,  and  consequently,  pending 
its  extension  by  Parliament,  provision  has  only  been  made  in  the  Estimates  for 
expenditure  up  .to  that  date.  If  full  provision  had  been  made  a  further  sum  of 
£o4,llG  would  have  had  to  bo  included  in  the  Estimates ;  and  if  this  earn  be 
taken  into  account  in  anticipation  of  the  renewal  of  the  term  of  the  Oommission, 
the  ofToctive  reduction  of  those  Estimates  which  are  under  the  control  of 
the  Government  as  compared  with  those  of  the  current  year  would  be 
£91,426. 

The    principal    fluctuations    which    have    produced    this    result    are 
follows : — 


Glass  I. 


WORKS  AND  BUILDINGS. 


£ 

Total  1887-88 2,005,942 

„     1888-89 1,723,338 

Decrease  282,604 

Deduct, — ^Decrease  of  Automatic  Services      .        •        273,757 

Decrease  of  other  Services     •        •        •        .        £6,847 
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1888-89. 


Koyal  Parks     . ,     . . 


Uouses  of  Parliament 


Public  Buildings 


1887-88. 


Increase. 


Decrease. 


89,013 


Kevenue  Department    238,514 
Buildings 

MetropoUtan     Police      15,756 
Courts 


Science  and  Art  Build-      42,500 
inge,  Dublin 


40,940 


130,629 


101,430 


66,635 


142,265 


208,627 


6,737 


30,000 


29,887 


9,019 


12,500 


12,417 


8,695 


11,626 


CAUSE. 


Transfer  of  Battersea,  Vic- 
toria and  Kennington 
Parks  to  the  Metropolitan 

'  Board  of  Works.  Total 
amount  transferred  about 
£18,000  a-year,  of  which 
about  £6,500  taken  off 
Estimate  of  current  year, 
and  remainder  next  year. 

Less  required  for  restoration 
of  Westminster  Hall  and 
new  drainage  works. 

Completion  of  New  National 
Gallery,  transfer  of  West- 
minster Bridge  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  reduction  in' 
cost  of  maintenance  of 
buildings. 

New  Buildings  for  Postal 
and  Telegraph  Service. 

On  account  for  New  Court 
at  Dalston  and  improve- 
ments at  Hammersmith. 

Greater  progress  will  be 
made  by  the  .buildings 
next  year. 


The  increased  amount  required  for  Revenue  Department  Buildings  is  duo 
to  the  very  extensive  additions  which  are  now  required  for  Postal  and  Telegraph 
accommodation  to  keep  pace  with  the  growth  of  business,  especially  as  regards 
the  Parcels  Post,  all  over  the  United  Kingdom  :  £114,000  is  provided  next  year 
for  the  extension  of  buildings,  which  will  require  a  further  sum  of  £308,000  to 
complete  them  in  future  years;  and  a  sum  of  £185,000  is  also  placed  on  the 
Post  Office  and  Telegraph  Estimates  for  the  Purchase  of  sites  and  buildings. 

^  Expenditure  upon  Prison  Buildings  is  provided  in  the  Estimates  for  the 
various  Prison  Departments. 

Considerable  sums  have  of  recent  years  been  expended  in  sanitary  works, 
and  although  the  heavier  part  of  the  cost  has  now  been  defrayed,  above  £8,000 
is  included  in  next  year's  Votes  for  this  purpose  in  various  Public  Offices  in 
London. 

Upon  the  whole,  the  expenditure  of  a  capital  nature  (as  distinguished  from 
the  charges  of  maintenance)  upon  building  operations  proposed  by  the  Govern- 
ment for  next  year  in  connection  with  the  Civil  and  Bevenue  Departments 
amounts  to  £615,983,  and  in  the  current  year  to  £573,321. 
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Olabb  IL 


CIVIL  DEPAETMENTS. 


Total  1887-88 2,469,663 

„     1888-89.        .        ^ 2,427,208 


fi 


Decrease 


Deduct, — Increase  of  Automatic  Serrices 
Decrease  of  other  Serrices 


42,455 
220 


£42,285 


188S-89. 

1887-88. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

1 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

Privy  Council  Offico  •  • 

51,356 

46,821 

5,035 

— 

Grant  in  aid  of  Dairy  sail 
Agrionlfcanil  EdnoatkiL 

Board  of  Trado 

104,017 

108,107 

■ 

-^ 

4,090 

Preliminary  ledactioii  m. 
account  of  reoigaiiiaatua 
of  Office  of  Seamoii^t 
Begistry. 

Civil    Service    Com- 
miBsion. 

44,477 

40,531 

3,946 

— 

Increased  amount  of  lio* 
nuses  for  copyists. 

Land  Commission  for 
England. 

12,210 

24,797 

^^ 

12,587 

The  proceedings  under  tlw 
Titbe  Redemption  Act  of 
last  Session  are  approabh- 
ing  completion. 

Stationery  and  Print- 
ing. 

545,977 

556,803 

^ 

10,326 

More  fayonxaUe  oontnMiU 
recently  arranged  lor 
printing  for  PariiamMit 
and  Public  DepaitnMti. 

Secret  Service  ••     •• 

40,000 

50,000 

— 

10,000 

Public  Works  Office, 
Ireland. 

41,728 

47,751 

6,023 

Reduction  of  staff  required 
for  inspecting  weeks 
earned  ont  oy  leaas 
imder  Land  Acts. 

The  sum  required  for  the  Serrice  of  the  Bankruptcy  Department  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  is  £S,637  greater  than  in  the  current  year,  chiefly  owing  to 
the  increased  business.  But  the  increased  ezpenditure  being  coyered  by 
increased  fees,  which  are  taken  in  aid  of  the  Yote,  no  increase  appears  in  tlie 
Grant. 
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Glass  III. 


LAW  OHAEGES. 


Total  1887-88 6,303,065 

„     1888-89 6,807,630 

,,    Increase 4,476 

Increase  of  Automatic  Services    •        .        •        .  66,616 

Decrease  of  other  Services    •        •        •        .  £61,041 


Charges,   Eog* 
i. 


)  Courts,  London 
.  Sheemess. 

1  Police 


1888-89. 


£ 
77,776 

17,743 
67,000 


1887-88.     Increase. 


82,576 


15,689 


37,000 


18,  England  and     721,180 
Colonies. 


y  Cunrt  Officers, 
and. 


Iriah    Consta- 
iry. 


112,750 


768,018 


1,439,288 


Land  Commis- 
yi,  Ireland 


45,912 
134,742 


100,854 


1,412,316 


100,028 
143,050 


2,064 
20,000 


11,896 


Decrease. 


26,973 


£ 
4,800 


36,838 


64,116 
8,308 


Diminished  expenditure 
anticipated  on  criminal 
prosecutions. 

Staff  for  new  court  at  Dal- 
ston. 

Contrihution  towards  ex- 
pense of  Police  guarding 
outside  of  Public  Build- 
ings. 

Diminished  number  of  Pri- 
soners ;  closing  and 
amalgamation  of  prisons ; 
lower  price  of  supplies. 

Remuneration  of  valuers 
attending  courts  under 
Land  Act  of  Last  Session ; 
additional  magiatrate. 

Increased  pay  by  length 
of  service ;  periodical 
dothiiig ;  additional  tra- 
velling and  pensions ;  no 
increase  of  numbers. 

Explained  above  (page  461). 

Diminished  number  of 
prisoners  ;  closing  of 
prisons. 


Etedactions  exceeding  in  the  aggregate  £6,000  a-year  have  been  effected  by 
Siniaation  of  various  legal  Departments  in  England  and  Ireland  daring  the 
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Ci-ABa  IV. 

KDUCATION,  SCIENCE,  AND  ART. 

^~  £ 

Tiilttl  18S7-8S  ....  ...    fl,574,l7S 

„     1898-8'J 5,738,014 

,,     Increase 163,86ii 

l^tilMt, — locroaso  of  Automatic  Services         .         .         158,202 

lucroaso  of  other  Sorricca      .        .        .        £5,C64 

The  principnl  rlinigos  in  tUia  claas  come  uader  tho  head  of  "  Aatomatit;." 
Otiior  variatioua  aro  few  nud  unimportant,  but  tlio  Purcliase  Orant«  of  th} 
Itritinti  ^[iiiieiiin  and  Natur.il  ilistory  Mussiira  have  been  au|;Diented  by 
i''>,0(ni;  ami  i;i,7i'l  (the  iMlmino  of  ;i  Bi.fdal  grant  of  £l!,000)  ha«  bcco 
iirovidoil  for  thii  National  Galli'ry  for  tlie  punhiso  of  pictures,  tbe  ordinary  prant 
having  lioeu  lemporarily  suBpoudeJ  in  cousoquenco  of  the  largo  sum  expended 
in  tho  purchasu  of  the  Illenbdm  pictures.  The  total  of  the  sums  borne  upoa 
tbo  Edtiniatos  of  tho  ensuing  jear  on  accouut  of  putcbasea  for  the  variotii 
museums  and  gallerios  amounts  to  £39,759.  In  the  current  year,  £36,500  ii 
provided. 

Class  V. 
FOEEIGN  AND  COLONIAL. 

£ 

Total  1887.83 617,360 

„     1888-89 61,868 

Decrease £482 


189S-8n. 

IS87-8S. 

i™.. 

DocTMse. 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

Consular  iSorTicd    .. 

179,433 

181,126 

- 

1,602 

and  in<:re)uied  Um  takca 
in  Hid  of  the  Vote. 

Slave  Trade  Services 
Colonics.  Orants-in- 

Aid. 

13,120 

£1,110 

16,400 

26,116 

2J,09Q 

3,280 

Dimiaution  in  boontiea  pa;. 
ble  on  captoTGd  sUven. 

Purchue  of  itaanier  fat 
Now  Guinea  Gorcn- 
meat,  £18,600  ;  munte- 
oancc,     £.i,liW,     tnidet 

CoQfcrcDce. 

South  Africa  and  St. 
Ueleua. 

68,23.5 

86,180 

- 

20,945 

Bedueed  pcat  nf  adminll- 
tntien  uf  BechituulBsd. 

30,000 

1B,000 

12,000 

Defldect  revcau^  owiagte 
anwedniught 
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Class  VI. 


NON-EFFECTIVE. 


£ 

Total  1887-88 1,248,116 

„     1888-89 1,259,778 

„     Increase 11,662 

Increase  of  Automatic  Services        ....         14,914 

Decrease  of  Other  Services         .        .        £3,252 

The  decrease  of  this  class  is  due  to  the  excess  of  Pensions  ceased  over  those 
granted  in  the  year. 


Class  VII. 


MISCELLANEOUS. 


Total  1887-88  . 
1888-89  . 


I) 


Decrease 


£. 
•   121,678 
.     72,527 

.  £49,051 


Pablio    Works     and 
Indofltries,  Ireland 

Adelaide  Exhibition 

Celebration     of    the 
Jabilee. 

fiepajinents  to  Civil 
Contingencies  Fund 


1888-89. 


£ 
26,000 


1887-88. 


£ 

60,000 

2,650 
17,000 

6,069 


Inci  ease. 


Decrease. 


£ 
24,000 


•25,719 
J 


Partly  a  re-vote  of  the 
Special  Grant  which  will 
not  all  be  spent  in  the 
Current  Year. 


Special    Services    in    the 
Current  Year. 


(3.)  Some  improvements  have  been  made  this  Session  in  the  arrangement  of 
the  Civil  Estimates,  principally  in  the  description  of  Sub-heads,  in  order  to  secure 
greater  uniformity  of  grouping  similar  services  in  different  Votes.  This  has 
involved  some  transfer  of  items,  but  not  of  sufficient  consequence  to  notice  in 
detail.  Notes  have  also  been  added  to  every  Vote,  showing  the  amounts 
proTided  in  other  Votes,  or  charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  in  connection 
with,  the  same  service.  By  this  arrangement  the  total  estimated  charge  of  each 
aemoe  can  now  be  ascertained. 

j^.^.Xheprinciile  of  appropriation  of  Extra  Eeceipts  in  aid  of  the  Votes  which 
\foii  ao  ne  ^ears  adopted  in  the  .case  of  t^e  Army  and  Navy  Estimates, 
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has  only,  as  jet,  been  adopted  to  a  limited  extent  in  the  Oiyil  Servioe  Estimates. 
But  in  some  special  oases,  such  as  when  a  new  service  is  placed  upon  the  Votes 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  provision  is,  at  the  same  time,  made  by  the  Act  for 
repayment  of  the  expenses  of  administration  by  fees  or  otherwise,  the  receipti 
are  then  taken  in  aid  of  the  Vote.  The  expenses  incurred  under  the  Extra- 
ordinary Tithe  Bedemption  Act  of  last  Session,  under  the  Labourers  (Ireland) 
Acts  and  others,  have  been  dealt  with  in  this  manner;  also  the  contributions 
of  India  and  the  Colonies  to  the  cost  of  the  Packet  Service. 

Revenue  Departments, 

(4.)  The  Estimates  for  the  Customs  and  Inland  Revenue  necessarily  depend 
rather  upon  the  nature  than  upon  the  amount  of  the  Bevenue  to  be  oolleeted. 
They  have  been  in  course  of  reduction  for  several  years.  Those  of  the  Post 
Office  may  be  expected  to  steadily  ^row  as  the  business  increases. 

Customs. 

The  effective  charge  of  the  Customs  Service  has  fallen  from  £855,077  in 
1882-83  to  £739,645  in  1888-89,  a  decrease  of  £115,432.  During  the 
reorganisation  by  which  this  has  chiefly  been  effected,  the  non-effective  charge 
in  the  same  period  has  been  raised  from  £155,078  to  £198,275,  an  increase  of 
£43,197,  part  of  which  however  is  due  to  pensioners  over  60  years  of  age  who 
had  already  earned  their  retirement.  The  immediate  net  reduction  of  charge 
has  therefore  been  £72,235,  which  will  be  increased  as  the  non-effective  charges 
fall  in.  A  considerable  saving  has  been  effected  by  the  reduction  of  many 
separate  bonding  warehouses  and  their  amalgamation  with  Inland  Sevenne 
Establishments,  but  large  reductions  have  also  been  made  by  more  economieil 
methods  of  administration."^ 

The  decrease  of  £13,928  in  the  charge  for  next  year  is  almost  entirely  due  to 
reductions  of  establishment. 

Inland  Revenue. 

The  Inland  Revenue  requires  for  its  service  in  the  ensuing  year  £43,750 
more  than  in  the  current  year.  But  the  whole  of  this  increase  is  due  to  the 
intermittent  chargef  of  the  triennial  valuation  of  property  under  Schedules  A 
and  B  of  the  Income  Tax  outside  the  metropolitan  area,  which  usually  brings  in 
additional  tax  to  the  extent  of  £80,000  to  £100,000  a-yoar.  The  total  of  the 
temporary  addition  from  this  cause  is  £44,100,  so  that  the  permanent  charge  is  ia 
fact  less  than  that  of  the  current  year.  A  fairer  idea  of  the  relative  expense  of 
the  Department  is  gained  by  comparing  the  charge  of  18K5-86,  the  last  year  of 
triennial  valuation.  In  that  year  the  total  charge  was  £1,823,157,  or  £15,528 
more  than  in  the  ensuing  year.  The  lessened  charge  of  the  ensuing  year 
includes  £234,044  for  Pensions  against  £2 1 2,653  in  1885-86,  so  that  the  reduction 


•CUSTOMS. 

flNLAND   REVENUE. 

Efifective. 

Non- 
Effective. 

Total. 

Effeotive. 

Non- 
EfiFective. 

Total. 

1882-83.... 
1883-84  .... 
1884-85..., 
1885-86.... 
1886-87.... 
1887-88.... 
1688.89.... 

865,077 
838,830 
810,240 
796,125 
772,010 
756,020 
789,645 

£ 
155,078 
167,955 
176,711 
181,608 
184,047 
197,228 

198,270 

£ 

1,010,155 

1,006,785 

986,951 

977,733 

956,067 
953,248 
987,920 

1882-83.... 

1883-84.... 
1884-85.... 
1885-86.... 

1886-87.... 
1887-88.... 
1888-89.... 

£ 

1,587,937 

(Triennial 
1,567,772 
1,551,396 
1,610,504 

(Triennial 
1,583,227 
1,549,704 
1,678,585 

212,085 

Valuation) 
210,594 
210,619 
212,653 

Valuation) 
214,279 
214,175 
234,044 

£ 
1,800,622 

1,768,366 
1,762,015 
1,823,167 

1,797,606 
1,763,878 
1,807,639 
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of  effective  charge  is  above  £36,000  a-year.  This  increased  pension  charge  has 
all  been  added  in  the  current  year,  in  which  extensive  reorganisations  have 
taken  place,  including  the  adoption  of  the  working  day  of  seven  hours ;  by  which 
the  effective  staff  has  been  reduced  upwards  of  200  in  number  and  £18,407  in 
cost.  A  large  part  of  the  resulting  non-effective  charge  (£13,807)  is  in  this  case 
also  paid  to  pensioners  over  60  years  of  age  who  have  already  earned  their 
retirement. 

Post  Office  and  Telegraphs. 

The  combined  Estimates  of  £7,703,602  for  the  Post  Office  and  Telegraph 
Services  (exclusive  of  the  Packet  Service),  are  swollen  by  the  large  provision  of 
£185,000  for  purchase  of  sites  to  meet  the  great  extension  of  buildings  required 
by  the  development  of  business,  especially  that  of  the  Parcels  Post,  all  over  the 
country.  Excluding  the  charge  for  sites  in  both  years  the  increased  working 
expenses  of  the  two  services  for  the  ensuing  year  amount  to  £327,484,  of  which 
the  ordinary  increment  of  salaries  and  the  pay  of  additional  staff  have  alone 
added  in  London  £93,865,  and  in  the  provinces  £168,642,  the  remainder  being 
entirely  dfue  to  the  growth  of  business. 

Packet  Service. 

The  contracts  for  the  Eastern,  Australian,  and  West  Indian  Mail  Services, 
though  made  by  the  Postmaster  General,  are  in  effect  joint  undertakings  of  the 
Imperial  and  Indian  and  Colonial  Post  Offices.  The  addition  to  the  Estimates 
for  1888-9  of  a  charge  of  £170,000  for  the  Australian  Service  has  afforded  the 
opportunity  of  taking  the  Indian  and  Colonial  contributions  as  Appropriations- 
in- Aid  of  the  Vote.  The  necessity  will  thus  be  avoided  of  unnecessarily  swelling 
both  Expenditure  and  Revenue,  and  of  asking  Parliament  to  vote  a  gross  sum, 
of  which  a  large  proportion  would  afterwards  be  paid  to  the  Exchequer  as  Extra 
Eeceipts. 

Treasury  Chambers,  )  TAmrflON 

9  March  18«8.        ]  W-  ^'  J AOKSOJN. 
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ORDERS     OF    rUE    BAY. 

SUPPLY— (1 VI L  skkvi(;k  estlhates. 
Supply — considered  in  Committoo. 
(In  tho  Committoc.) 

Class  I. — Pujjlic  Works   a>'d  Builu- 

INCJS. 

(I.)  Motion  made,  ami  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"Tliat  a  sum,  not  cxcccJia:»  £29,200,  bo 
granted  to  Ilor  Majesty,  to  comploto  tho  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charu^o  which  will 
como  in  coiirso  of  payment  diiriiii*  tho  year 
cndinpf  on  tho  Slat  day  of  March  18S9,  for 
tho  Maintenance  and  Kepair  of  Koyal  Palaces." 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  wore 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  that  this  Vote  might  be  divided 
into  three  heads — namely,  palaces  in  the 
personal  occupation  (f  Her  Majesty; 
secondly,  palaces  partly  in  the  occuja- 
tion  of  Her  Majesty ;  and,  thirdly, 
palaces  which  were  not  in  the  occupation 
of  Her  Majost}'.  He  had  given  Notice 
of  an  Amendment  to  reduce  the  Vote 
by  the  sum  of  £500  as  a  protest  against 
the  system  of  expenditure  upon  palaces 
not  in  the  occupation  of  Tier  ^fajesty. 
He  did  not  complain  of  Hampton  Court 
Palace,  which  might  be  considered  a 
people's  palace,  but  there  was  an  item  in 
the  Vote  against  which  he  did  protest 
for  Hampton  Court  Stud-house.  He  had 
never  vet  been  able  to  discover  what  on 
earth  Hampton  Court  Stud- house  was. 
Ho  understood  that  a  certain  number 
of  cream-coloured  horses  were  bred 
there ;  but  he  did  not  know  what  became 
of  them,  although  the  country  had  to 
pay  £400  per  annum  for  the  mainten- 
ance and  repair  of  Hampton  Court  Stud- 
house,  and  £15  for  furniture.  Then, 
again,  there  was  a  palace  at  Kew  Green, 
lie  had  had  great  difTiculty  in  finding 
whore  tliat  palace  was  at  Kew,  and  he 
did  not  think  there  were  half-a-dozen 
Gentleman  in  tho  House  who  had  the 
slightest  idea  where  it  was,  or  who 
lived  there.  Nevertheless,  £556  ap- 
peared in  the  Vote  as  a  charge  for  its 
maintenance  and  jepair,  together  with 
£20  for  furniture  and  £156  for  fuel. 
There  were  a  number  of  other  houses 
which  were  called  palaces,  but  which 
were  not  palaces  in  the  sense  of  ever  I 


being  occupied  by  the  SoTereign.  One 
of  them  was  a  houBe  which  was  lent  to 
one  of  the  French  ez-Bojal  Dakei, 
and  its  maintenance  and  repair  cost 
about  £600.  In  addition,  there  was  an 
item  for  money  expended  in  furniture. 
If  it  was  neither  desirable  to  let  these 
houses  or  pull  them  down,  those  who 
occupied  them  ought  certainly  to  main- 
tain them  and  keep  them  in  repair,  and 
not  como  upon  the  nation  for  furniture. 
He  would,  therefore,  move  the  reduction 
of  tho  vote  by  the  sum  of  £500,  having 
reference  to  the  items  for  Hampton 
Court  Stud -house,  Kew  Gardens,  and 
the  other  buildings  he  had  mentioned. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**Thata  sum,  not  exceeding  £28,760, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — ( Jfr. 
Labouehere.) 

Tub   FIRST  COMMISSIONER  or 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  (DubUn  Uni- 
versity) said,  this  was  not  the  first  time 
lie  had  had  the  pleasure  of  replying  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouehere)  on  the    question    of  the 
maintenance  of  the  Boyal  Palaces,  and 
he  was  afraid  that  he  could  not  add 
anything  to  the  information    he    hid 
already  given  on  several  previous  occa* 
sions,  and  which  had  always  been  con- 
sidered satisfactory  by  the  House.    The 
fact  was  that  in  former  times  the  ex- 
pense of   maintaining  and  furnishing 
the  Eoyal  Palaces  always  foil  upon  the 
Civil  List.      From   time  to  time  thst 
Civil  List,  as  the  hon.  Member  knew 
very  well,  had  been  very  much  reduced. 
In  1831  it  was  reduced  by  the  sum  of 
£547,000  per  annum,  and  in  1838,  on 
the  accession  of  Her  Majesty,  it  wse 
further  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £315,000 
per  annum.    When  those  arrangements 
were  made  the  country  undertook  to  pay 
the  expense  of  maintaining  and  furnish- 
ing these  Eoyal  Palaces.      That  wu 
part  of  tho  bargain  made  on  that  occa- 
sion on  behalf  of  the  country  with  the 
Sovereign  for  the  time  being.   He  conld 
not,  therefore,  understand  how  the  hon. 
Member,   or  any  other  hon.  Member, 
should  dispute  the  way  in  which  the 
bargain  was  carried  out,  or  propose  to 
set  it  aside.    There  might  be  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  thought  that  at  some  futnre 
accession  to  the  Throne  the  Civil  liet 
might  bo  still  further  reduced  ;  but  he 
could  not  understand  how  they  conld 
desire  to  break  down  a  bargain  which 
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had  been  deliberately  entered  into  at 
the  beginnlDg  of  the  present  reign,  and 
he  could  not  think  that  the  hon.  Member 
seriously  proposed  that  such  a  thing 
should  be  done.  In  regard  to  particular 
points  which  had  been  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member,  he  must  say  that  there 
was  no  differenco  whatever  in  principle 
in  the  carrying  out  of  the  bargain  be- 
tween the  palaces  in  the  personal  occu- 
pation of  Her  Majoaty  and  those  which 
were  not  in  the  occupation  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty. The  principle  was  the  same  all 
through.  The  country  had  chosen  to 
take  off  from  the  Civil  List  the  charge  of 
maintaining  these  palaces,  and  certain 
sums  were  put  on  the  Estimates  from 
year  to  year  for  the  purpose  of  honestly 
carrying  out  the  bargain  which  had 
been  made.  As  to  the  particular  in- 
stance referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member — 
namely,  Hampton  Court  Stud-house, 
that  house  was  attached  to  Hampton 
Court  Palace  and  occupied  by  the  Crown 
Equerries.  The  stables  attached  to  them 
were  used  for  the  purpose  of  producing 
certain  kind  of  horses.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  like  to  know  what  became  of 
the  horses.  He  (Mr.  Plunket)  was  not 
bound  to  know.  [CnV«  of  **  Oh  !  "]  Cer- 
tainly not ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
horses  were  used  for  the  purpose  of 
horsing  Eoyal  carriages.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Northampton  said  the 
horses  were  of  a  cream  colour.  Very 
likely  that  might  be  the  colour  that 
might  be  required.  Personally,  he 
knew  nothing  about  it,  nor  did  he  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  had  a  pre- 
ference for  that  colour  or  not.  As  to 
the  palace  at  Kew  Gardens,  it  was  pre- 
seryed  by  the  nation,  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  really  any  serious  curiosity 
on  the  subject  he  might  easily  see  it. 
All  these  houses  were  Royal  Palaces 
which  Her  Majesty  had  inherited, 
and  which  used  to  be  maintained 
out  of  the  Civil  List.  They  were 
now,  by  the  agreement  entered  into  with 
Her  Majesty,  maintained  by  the  tax- 
payers of  the  country  and  fell  upon  the 
Estimates.  He  could  give  no  precise 
reply  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber as  to  who  were  the  inhabitants  of 
these  palaces,  inasmuch  as  they  changed 
from  year  to  year ;  nor  was  it  any  part 
of  his  duty  to  inquire  who  were  in  the 
occupation  of  them.  He  was  afraid  that 
he  could  not  add  more  in  the  way  of 
ezplanatioDy  or  give  any  further  infor- 


mation, than  he  had  given  in  previous 
years.  He  could  quite  understand  that 
at  some  future  time,  if  the  hon.  Member 
thought  a  further  economy  could  be 
effected  by  an  alteration  of  the  Civil 
List,  he  might  make  some  proposal  of 
a  serious  character  on  the  subject.  It 
would,  however,  be  pressing  the  prin- 
ciple of  economy  too  far  to  ask  the 
House  of  Commons  in  the  present  day 
to  set  aside  the  bargain  made  by  the 
Sovereign  as  regarded  these  Royal 
Palaces.  He,  therefore,  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  press  his  Motion  for 
the  reduction  of  the  sum  asked  for  in 
this  respect. 

"Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  did 
not  deny  that  the  Civil  List  had  been 
reduced.  There  had  been  numerous 
expenses  thrown  upon  the  Civil  List 
formerly,  such  as  the  maintenance  of 
the  whole  of  the  Diplomatic  Service, 
the  Judges,  and  so  on,  which  items  had 
never  been  removed  from  the  list ;  but 
he  protested  against  the  pious  theory  of 
a  bargain  having  been  struck  between 
Her  Majesty  and  the  nation  with  regard 
to  the  maintenance  of  these  Royal 
Palaces.  There  was  never  any  specific 
bargain  between  the  Crown  and  the 
country.  The  Civil  List  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Reign  was  decided  on 
after  an  exhaustive  inquiry  as  to  the 
expenditure  of  William  IV.,  and  it  was 
upon  that  basis  that  the  Civil  List  was 
established.  It  was  perfectly  true  that 
various  items  on  the  Civil  List  were  not 
put  down  as  a  charge  to  Her  Majesty, 
and  as  a  necessary  consequence  the  cost 
of  maintaining  certain  houses  would 
necessarily  fall  upon  the  taxpayer  if  it 
was  wished  to  keep  them  up ;  but  many 
hon.  Members  who  eat  on  that  side  of 
the  House  were  of  opinion  that  it  was 
quite  enough  for  the  nation  to  bear  the 
cost  of  maintaining  the  palaces  actually 
occupied  by  the  Sovereign  without  main- 
taining and  tinkering  up  a  lot  of  old 
houses  in  various  parts  of  the  country, 
which  Her  Majesty,  instead  of  occupying 
herself,  granted  to  certain  people  for 
their  lives.  Many  hon.  Members  thought 
that  it  would  be  better  and  cheaper  for 
the  country  to  allow  these  buildings  to  go 
to  rack  and  ruin  rather  than  to  spend 
the  money  of  the  taxpayers  in  repairing 
them,  seeing  that  they  were  of  no  benefit 
to  the  country,  but  only  to  thesis  who 
lived  in  them.  At  any  rate,  those  who 
occupied  them  should  have  them  on  tho 
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Rfimo  terms  as  tho  man  who  took  a 
houso  upon  a  repairinfj  lease.  IIo  cer- 
tainly did  not  agroo  with  tho  views  ex- 
pressed by  tho  right  lion.  Gentleman 
tho  First  Conimissiouer  of  Works  (^Ir. 
riunkt't).  Tho  right  hon.  Gontloniau 
liad  atii-wtTrd  Uut'slions  put  to  him  on 
this  Buhjoct  boforo,  and  had  always 
fallen  back  on  tho  stupidity  of  our 
ancestors  in  making  a  bad  bargain  with 
tlio  Sovoroign ;  but  he  (Mr.  Labou- 
chnro)  did  not  boliivo  that  our  ances- 
tors had  been  such  fools  as  the  right 
hon.  (iontloman  a])poar«»d  to  tliink,  or 
that  they  liad  onton-d  inl  >  sucli  a  bargain 
as  tliat  \vlii<'li  tlm  right  Imu.  (lentloman 
Fuggestt.d.  If  tho  right  hon.  Gontlo- 
niau (!Ould  ni.»t  give  a  nioro  satisfactory 
answer  upon  this  subject  than  that  which 
lio  had  just  given,  he  should  feel  com- 
poUod  to  divide  the  House  npon  tho 
question  of  the  reduction  of  the  Vote, 
in  order  to  put  a  stop  to  what  appeared 
to  him  to  be  a  reckless,  wasteful,  and 
useless  expenditure. 

mi.  E.KOBERTSOX  (Dundee)  said, 
he  tliought  that  the  Committee  ought  to 
get  at  the  bottom  of  this  so-called  bar- 
gain between  the  Sovereign  and  the 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  riunket)  had  mentioned  the  word 
**  bargain  "  or  **  agreement"  five  or  six 
tim<'s,  and  had  spoken  of  it  as  a  bargain 
which  the  House  of  Commons  was  bound 
to  adhere  to.  If  such  a  bargain  had 
been  entered  into,  it  must  have  been 
embodied  in  some  document,  and  ho 
should  like  to  know  where  that  docu- 
ment was  to  be  found  ?  The  contention 
of  tho  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  was  that 
tho  Civil  List  Act  was  a  contract  between 
tho  Crown  and  tho  country.  IIo  (Mr. 
Kobertson)  altogether  deni<vl  that,  lie 
doni«'d  that  anything  was  contained  in 
that  Act  with  which  rarliament  might 
not  iiitcrf'i  re  nt  anv  inomeiit  it  chose. 

• 

The  right  hi»ii.  <  I«'ntl»Miian's  tlieory  wont 
htill  farther  tliau  that.  He  siid  that 
they  wei(»  not  only  bound  to  respect  the 
Civil  List  Act,  but  also  payments  which 
were  made  outside  that  Act.  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  maintained  that 
there  was  an  agreement  between  the 
Crown  and  tho  country,  ho  called  upon 
him  to  produce  it,  or  to  explain  what  its 
contents  were  and  what  it  required  the 
country  to  do.  Unless  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  give  tho  Committee 
some  more  satisfactory  answer  in  refer- 
ence to  this  matter,  ho  should  feel  bound 

Mr.  Lahouchere 


to  support  the  ^lotion  for  the  reduction 
of  tho  Vote. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  he  certainly  thought 
that  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Plunkot)  ought  to  give  tho  Committeo 
some  infer  mat  irm  as  to  tho  uses  to  which 
these  palaces  were  put.  IIo  did  not  go 
as  far  as  his  lion.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchcre)  when 
he  said  that  thej  ought  not  to  keep  up 
any  palaces  except  those  which  were 
occupied  by  the  Crown,  because  it  was 
obvious  that  certain  places  were  required 
for  the  exerci-'o  of  hospitality.  He, 
therefore,  did  not  agree  that  iill  the 
palaces  which  were  not  in  tho  actual 
occupation  of  the  Sovereign  should  be 
pulled  down.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, however,  seemed  to  put  the  matter 
on  too  high  a  ground.  Ho  implied  that 
there  was  a  distinct  bargain  and  a 
schedule  of  palaces  that  were  to  be  kept 
up.  If  that  were  so,  and  there  was  any 
speciGc  bargain  between  the  Sovereign 
and  tho  country  in  existence,  it  ought  to 
be  produced ;  if  there  was  no  such  bar- 
gain, it  amounted  simply  to  this — that 
by  the  Civil  List,  which  was  drawn  up 
on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty  on  her  acces- 
sion to  the  Throne,  the  country  under- 
took to  keep  up  certain  buildings  for  the 
purposes  of  Her  Majesty.  In  that  case, 
he  thought  it  was  incumbent  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Flunket)  to 
tell  the  Committee  what  the  purposes 
were  for  which  these  palaces  wore  occu- 
pied. Take  tho  case  of  Hampton  Court 
Palaco.  Ho  was  bound  to  say  that  it 
was  not  inappropriate  to  provide  apart- 
ments in  that  palace  for  the  accommoda- 
tion of  the  lady  relatives  of  distinguished 
ofHcors  who  had  fallen  in  the  service  of 
Ih eir  con ntry .  So  far  as  Ke w  Palace  was 
concerned,  ho  ('Sir  Georgo  Campbell) 
had  seen  it  through  the  railings,  and  it 
appeared  to  be  a  very  mysterious  place. 
It  did  not  seom  as  if  anybody  ever 
inhabited  it.  It  cut  off  part  of  the 
gardens,  and  gave  an  air  of  secrecy  to 
the  place. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  ho  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  to  say  that  the 
Committeo  had  no  right  to  refuse  this 
Vote.  In  that  caso,  what  was  the  neces- 
sity of  bringing  it  forward,  and  why 
was  Parliament  asked  to  pass  it  ?  He 
thought   that   the   hon.    Member  for 
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Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  had 
made  out  a  very  strong  case,  and  he 
should  have  great  pleasure  in  supporting 
by  his  vote  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  moved  for  pulling  down  this  ex- 
travagant expenditure. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  he  regretted 
that  his  explanation  had  not  given 
satisfaction  to  the  hon.  Member. 
He  thought  it  unnecessary  to  explain 
the  matter  more  than  he  had  done, 
but  from  no  wish  to  give  either  a 
discourteous  or  unsatisfactory  answer. 
The  statement  he  had  made  was  that  at 
the  time  the  Civil  List  was  settled,  at 
the  beginning  of  the  present  reign, 
a  bargain  was  entered  into  between 
the  country  and  the  Sovereign.  FMr. 
Labouchere:  Where?]  It  was  albar- 
gain  entered  into  between  the  country 
and  the  Sovereign,  that  in  consideration 
of  certain  large  reductions  which  were 
made  in  the  Civil  List  at  that  time  the 
arrangement  whereby  certain  expenses 
were  borne  ,by  the  Votes  should  be 
continued  throughout  the  present  Reign. 
That  bargain  was  contained  in  successive 
Civil  List  Acts,  and  the  particular  Civil 
List  Act  which  governed  the  present 
arrangement  was  the  1  &  2  Vict, 
(li»37),  c.  2.  The  Ist  section  of  that 
Act  recited  the  principle  of  the  bar- 
gain to  which  he  had  referred,  and  the 
bargain  was  carried  out  throughout  the 
rest  of  the  Acts.  The  effect  of  the  Act 
generally  was  that  several  reductions 
were  made  in  the  Civil  List,  and  certain 
expenses  connected  with  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  Crown  were  to  be  borne 
by  the  sums  voted  by  the  taxpayers  of 
the  country.  In  consequence,  among  the 
matters  connected  with  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  Crown  was  included 
the  maintenance  of  certain  palaces,  some 
of  which  were  in  the  personal  occupation 
of  the  Sovereign,  some,  like  St.  James's 
Palace,  which  were  partly  in  the  occu- 
pation of  the  Queen,  and  certain  other 
palaces  which  were  not  in  the  personal 
occupation  of  Her  Majesty  at  all. 

Mr.  labouchere  asked,  if  a  list 
of  them  was  contained  in  any  Schedule  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  he  did  not 
think  they  were  contained  in  any  Sche- 
dule attached  to  that  or  to  any  of  the 
previous  Acts.  They  were,  however, 
the  purposes  which  had  always  been 
included,  and  there  was  the  same  obli- 
gation under  the  Act  to  keep  them  up 
and  maintaia  them.    It  would  bo  un- 


gracious to  criticize  the  provisions  of 
the  Act ;  but  it  was,  of  course,  open 
to  the  Committee  to  criticize  its  ad- 
ministration by  the  Office  of  Works, 
and  to  say  that  too  much  money 
was  being  expended  in  a  particular 
direction.  He  could  only  say  again,  as 
he  had  already  said,  that  if  the  Com- 
mittee were  to  refuse  to  give  effect  to 
the  policy  of  the  Civil  List  Act,  it  would 
be  in  his  opinion,  and  also  he  was 
sure  in  the  opinion  of  the  coxmtry,  a 
departure  from  the  bargain  made, 
although,  perhaps,  not  exactly  in  words, 
but  in  its  sense,  at  the  time'when  the 
Civil  List  was  made  between  the  country 
and  the  Sovereign.  That  arrangement 
had  ever  since  been  faithfully  carried 
out,  and  he  believed  that  it  had  been 
economically  and  faithfully  carried  out 
to  the  advantage  of  the  ratepayers  of  the 
country.  He  hoped  the  explanation  he 
had  endeavoured  to  give  of  the  policy  of 
the  Act  on  which  the  arrangement  de- 
pended would  be  satisfactory. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  ex- 
planation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
amounted  to  this — that  Her  Majesty 
gave  up  certain  Crown  lands,  in  return 
for  which  the  taxpayers  maintained  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  Crown.  But 
they  did  not  recognize  the  personal  right 
of  the  Sovereign  to  the  Crown  lands. 
The  right  was  first  put  forward  in  the 
time  of  George  III.  There  was  then  a 
servile  Minister,  who  put  in  the  Pre- 
amble of  the  Civil  List  Act  a  statement 
that  His  Majesty  gavo  up  his  right  to 
the  Crown  lands  during  life.  That 
statement  had  been  repeated  in  the  re- 
cital of  succeeding  Civil  List  Acts ;  but 
the  fact  that  Her  Majesty  gave  up  her 
right  to  the  Crown  lands  did  not  bestow 
any  right  of  the  kind  on  Her  Majesty. 
If  it  amused  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  to 
put  in  an  Act  a  statement  that  tho 
Sovereign  gave  up  certain  rights  which 
they  denied  she  had,  of  course  they  could 
not  make  any  objection ;  but,  assuming 
that  this  bargain  did  exist,  what  did  it 
amount  to?  It  amounted  to  this — that 
on  the  side  of  tho  taxpayers  they  en- 
gaged as  a  quid  pro  quo  for  the  Crown 
lands  to  maintain  the  honour  and  dignity 
of  the  Crown.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mean  to  tell  the  Committee  that  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  Crown  de- 
pended upon  furnishing  and  maintaining 
a  house  for  an  Equerry  at  Hampton 
Court,  in  order  to  look  after  a  few  cream- 
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1888-89. 

1887-88. 

InoretM. 

Dectoiifc 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

ClaAS      I. — ^Works  and  BoildingB 

••• 

1,199,490 

1,208,337 

— 

8,847 

Class    Il.-^Civil  Dopartmonis     •  • 

•  • 

2,057,518 

2,090,753 

— 

42,235 

Class  III.— Law  and  J  as  tic  o 

•  • 

3,816,477 

3,867,518 

— 

51,C41 

Class   IV. — Education,  Science  and  Art 

1,085,857 

1,080,193 

5,664 

— 

Class     V. — Foreign  and  Colonial 

•  • 

616,863 

•  ■      1 

617,350 

■ 

— 

482 

Class   VI.— Non-Effective    ..     .. 

•  • 

513,305 

515,557 

— 

8,252 

Class  VTT.— MisccllanooTis     •  t     •  • 

72,527 

121,578 

— 

49,051 

£ 

9,361,042 

9,510,286 

5,664 

154,908 

Net  Decrease    ..     ••    £149,244 


Thore  is  thus  a  reduction  of  £149,244  in  the  provision  made  next  jrear  for 
those  services  over  which  control  is  retained  lb  the  hands  of  the  CtovM- 
ment. 

Another  correction  should,  however,  be  made  before  proceeding  to  analjM 
this  reduction.  The  term  of  the  Irish  Land  Commission  expires,  under  the 
Act  44  &  45  Vict.  c.  49,  upon  the  22nd  August  next,  and  consequently,  pending 
its  extension  bj  Parliament,  provision  has  only  been  made  in  the  Estimates  for 
expenditure  up  .to  that  date.  If  full  provision  had  been  made  a  further  sum  ot 
£54,116  would  have  had  to  be  included  in  the  Estimates ;  and  if  this  sum  be 
taken  into  account  in  anticipation  of  the  renewal  of  the  term  of  the  Oommisrion, 
the  effective  reduction  of  those  Estimates  which  are  under  the  control  of 
the  Government  as  compared  with  those  of  the  current  year  would  be 
£94,426. 

The    principal    fluctuations    which    havo    produced    this    result    are   ai 
follows : — 


Class  I. 


WORKS  AND  BUILDINGS. 


£ 

Total  1887-88 2,005,942 

„     1888-89 1,723,838 

Decrease  282,604 

Deduct, — ^Decrease  of  Automatic  Services  .        273,757 

Decrease  of  other  Services     •        •        •        .        £8,847 
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1888-89. 


irks 


)f  Farliament 


89,013 


4G,940 


1887-88. 


101,430 


uildings      . . 

130,629 

Department 

»g8 

238,614 

itan     Police 

15,756 

id  Art  Build- 
)ublin 

42,500 

65,635 


142,255 


208,627 
0,737 

30,000 


Increase. 

Decrease. 

£ 

£ 

— 

12,417 

• 
• 

• 

•  • 

•  • 

•  • 

— 

8,695 

— 

11,626 

29,887 

_„ 

9,019 

• 

— 

CAUSE. 


12,500 


Transfer  of  Battersea,  Vic- 
toria and  Kennington 
Parks  to  the  Metropolitan 

•  Board  of  Works.  Total 
amount  transferred  about 
£18,000  a-year,  of  which 
about  £6,600  taken  off 
Estimate  of  current  year, 
and  remainder  next  year. 

Less  required  for  restoration 
of  Westminster  Hall  and 
new  drainage  works. 

Completion  of  New  National 
Gallery,  transfer  of  West- 
minster Bridge  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works,  and  reduction  in 
cost  of  maintenance  of 
buildings. 

New  Buildings  for  Postal 
and  Telegraph  Service. 

On  account  for  New  Court 
at  Dalston  and  improve- 
ments at  Hammersmith. 

Greater  progress  will  be 
made  by  the  .buildings 
next  year. 


)  increased  amount  required  for  Revenue  Department  Buildings  is  duo 
ary  extensive  additions  which  are  now  required  for  Postal  and  Telegraph 
odation  to  keep  pace  with  the  growth  of  business,  especially  as  regards 
jels  Post,  all  over  the  United  Kingdom  :  £114,000  is  provided  next  year 
(xtension  of  buildings,  which  will  require  a  further  sum  of  £308,000  to 
3  them  in  future  years;  and  a  sum  of  £185,000  is  also  placed  on  the 
ice  and  Telegraph  Estimates  for  the  Purchase  of  sites  and  buildings. 

penditure  upon  Prison  Buildings  is  provided  in  the  Estimates  for  the 
Prison  Departments. 

siderable  sums  have  of  recent  years  been  expended  in  sanitary  works, 
ough  the  heavier  part  of  the  cost  has  now  been  defrayed,  above  £8,000 
led  in  next  year's  Votes  for  this  purpose  in  various  Public  Offices  in 


m  the  whole,  the  expenditure  of  a  capital  nature  (as  distinguished  from 
ges  of  maintenance)  upon  building  operations  proposed  by  the  Govem- 
r  next  year  in  connection  with  the  Civil  and  Eevenue  Departments 
to  £615,983,  and  in  the  current  year  to  £573,821. 
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Glass  II. 


dVIL  DEPAETMENTS. 


Total  1887-88  . 
1888-89  . 


19 


„    Decrease        •        •        •        •        • 
Deduct, — ^Increase  of  Automatic  Seryices 

Decrease  of  other  Seryices 


£ 
3,469,668 

3,427,208 

42,455 
220 

£42,285 


Privy  Counoil  Office  •  • 


Board  of  Trade 


Civil    Service    Com- 
miBdon. 

Land  Commiwion  for 
England. 


Stationery  and  Print- 
ixig. 


Secret  Service  ••     •• 

Public  Works  Office, 
Ireland. 


1888-89. 


51,356 


104,017 


44,477 


12,210 


545,977 


40,000 
41,728 


1887-88. 


£ 


46,321 


108,107 


40,531 


24,797 


556,303 


50,000 
47,751 


Increase. 

1 

Decrease. 

£ 

£ 

5,035 

— 

— 

4,090 

3,946 

— 

— 

12,587 

— 

10,326 

— 

10,000 

6,023 

Grant  in  aid  of  Danyu^ 
Agrionlliixal  Ednoilioii 

Preliminary  rednetioii  <i 
account  of  reorginiMti* 
of  Office  of  SsiMl 
Begistry. 

Inoreased  amount  of  ti* 
nuaee  f or  copyiiki. 

The  prooeedingi  under  tti 
Tithe  BedomptionAckfll 
last  Session  areappvQtflhp 
ing  oompletion. 

More  &YOuraU0  owitiicii 
recently  anvagod  I* 
printing  for  VwiSamttt 
and  PuMic  Dupsjii— ti 


Keduction  of  staff  rsquM 
for     inapeofciiiff     vote 
earried     out    by 
under  Land  Acts. 


The  sum  required  for  the  Service  of  the  Bankruptcy  Department  of  Aa 
Board  of  Trade  is  £S,637  greater  than  in  the  current  year,  chiefly  owing  to 
the  increased  business.  But  the  inoreased  expenditure  being  coTered  bj 
increased  fees,  which  are  taken  in  aid  of  theYotOi  no  increase  appears  in  At 
Qrant. 
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Glass  HI. 


LAW  CHAEGE8. 


Total  1887-88 . 

•          •          •          • 

•          • 

.   6,303,055 

,,     1888-89  •         •         •         •         , 

•          • 
•          • 

.   6,807,530 

,,    Increase         •        •        •        . 

4,475 

Increase  of  Automatic  Services    . 

•  • 

•  • 

55,516 

Decrease  of  other  Services    . 

.       £51,041 

1888-89. 

1887-88. 

Increase. 

Decrease. 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

Charges,   Eng- 

l. 

77,776 

82,576 

— 

4,800 

Diminished  expenditore 
anticipated  on  criminal 
prosecations. 

Courts,  London 
Sheemess. 

17,743 

15,689 

2,064 

— 

Staff  for  new  court  at  Dal- 
ston. 

IPoUce 

67,000 

37,000 

20,000 

Contribution  towards  ex- 
pense of  Police  guarding 
outside  of  Public  Build- 
ings. 

8,  England  and 
Colonies. 

721,180 

758,018 

36,838 

Diminished  number  of  Pri- 
soners ;  closing  and 
amalgamation  of  prisons ; 
lower  price  of  supplies. 

J  Court  Officers, 
ind. 

112,750 

100,854 

11,896 

Remuneration    of    valuers 
attending   courts   under 
[     Tiand  Act  of  Last  Session ; 
additional  magistrate. 

Irish   Consta- 

1,439,288 

1,412,316 

26,973 

Licreased  pay  by  length 
of  service ;  periodical 
clothing ;  additional  tra- 
velling and  pensions ;  no 
increase  of  numbers. 

Land  Commis-      45,912 

100,028 

— 

64,116 

Explained  above  (page  461). 

1 

s,  Ireland 

134,742 

143,050 

8,308 

Diminished  number  of 
prisoners  ;  closing  of 
prisons. 

ledactions  exceeding  in  the  aggregate  £5,000  a-year  have  been  effected  by 
uiisation  of  various  legal  Departments  in  England  and  Ireland  during  the 
it  year. 
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Class  IV. 


EDUCATION,  SCIENCE,  AND  ART. 


Total  1887-88  .......    5,574,178 

„     1888-89 5,738,014 


,,     Increase 

Deduct^ — Increase  of  Autojnatic  Services 

Increase  of  other  Services 


163,86(5 
158,202 


£5,664 


The  principal  charge^  in  this  class  come  under  the  head  of  "Automatic.** 
Other  variations  arc  few  and  unimportant,  but  the  Purchase  Granta  of  thj 
British  ^Museum  and  Natural  History  Musoiim  have  been  augmented  bj 
£5,000;  and  £1,721  (the  balance  of  a  special  grant  of  £2,000)  has  bcoa 
provided  for  the  National -Gal lory  for  the  purchase  of  pictures,  the  ordinary  grant 
having  been  temporarily  suspended  in  consequence  of  the  large  sum  expended 
in  the  purchase  of  the  Blenheim  pictures.  Tiie  total  of  the  sums  borne  upoa 
the  Estimates  of  the  ensuing  year  on  account  of  purchases  for  the  variotis 
museums  and  galleries  amounts  to  £39,759.  In  the  current  year,  £36,500  ii 
provided. 

Class  V. 


FOREIGN  AND  COLONIAL. 


Total  1887-88  . 
1888-89  . 


»» 


Decrease 


£ 
.  617,350 
.   61,868 

£482 


Consular  Services    . . 


Slave  Trade  Services 


Colonies,   Grants-in- 
AioL 


South  Africa  and  St. 
Helena. 

Cyprus,  Grant-in-Aid 


1888-89. 


179,433 

13,120 
61,115 


66,235 
30,000 


1887-88. 


184,125 

16,400 
26,416 


86,180 


18,000 


Increase.    Decrease. 


24,699 


12,000 


Some  consnlahips  abolidtsi 
and  increased  fees  takci 
in  aid  of  the  Vote. 

Diminution  in  bounties  pay* 
ble  on  captured  alaven. 

Purchase  of  stoaner  for 
New  Guinea  GoYem- 
ment,  £18,500 ;  mainte- 
nance, £3,500,  undor 
agreement  at  Ooloaiil 
Conference. 

Eednced  cost  of  admnai' 
tration  of  Bechoaoabaii 

Deficient  revenue  owiagto 
severe  drought. 
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Class  VI. 


NON-EFFECTIVE. 


Total  1887-88 1,248,116 

„     1888-89 1,259,778 

,,     Increase 11,662 

Increase  of  Automatic  Services        ....  14,914 

Decrease  of  Other  Services          .        .  £3,252 

The  decrease  of  this  class  is  due  to  the  excess  of  Pensions  ceased  over  those 
ted  in  the  year. 


Class  VII. 


MISCELLANEOUS. 


Total  1887-88  . 
1888-89  . 


II 


Decrease 


£. 

•  121,678 
.     72,527 

•  £49,051 


1888.89. 

1887-88. 

Inci  ease. 

Decrease. 

£ 

£ 

£ 

£ 

\     Works    and 
istries,  Ireland 

ide  Exhibition 

26,000 

60,000 
2,650 

24,000 
1 

Partly  a  re-vote  of  the 
Special  Grant  which  will 
not  all  he  spent  in  the 
Current  Year. 

ration     of    the 
ilee. 

— 

17,000 

— 

1 
'26,719 

Special  Services  in  the 
Current  Year. 

menis  to  Civil 
tingenciesFund 

6,069 

• 

- 

[8.)  Some  improyements  have  been  made  this  Session  in  the  arrangement  of 
iTil  Estimates,  principally  in  the  description  of  Sub-heads,  in  order  to  secure 
er  uniformity  of  grouping  similar  services  in  different  Votes.  This  has 
red  some  transfer  of  items,  but  not  of  sufficient  consequence  to  notice  in 
..  Notes  have  also  been  added  to  every  Vote,  showing  the  amounts 
ded  in  other  Votes,  or  charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund,  in  connection 
the  same  service.  By  this  arrangement  the  total  estimated  charge  of  each 
M  can  now  be  ascertained. 

Dhe  principle  of  appropriation  of  Extra  ^Receipts  in  aid  of  the  Votes  which 
•een  lor  some  ^ears  adopted  in  the  .case  of  t^e  Army  and  Navy  Estimates, 
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has  only,  as  jet,  been  adopted  to  a  limited  extent  in  the  Oiyil  Servioe  Estimates. 
But  in  some  speoial  oases,  such  as  when  a  new  service  is  placed  upon  the  Yot^s 
by  Act  of  Parliament,  and  provision  is,  at  the  same  time,  made  by  the  Act  for 
repayment  of  the  expoDses  of  administration  by  fees  or  otherwise,  the  receipti 
are  then  taken  in  aid  of  the  Vote.  The  expenses  incurred  under  the  Extra- 
ordinary Tithe  Eedemption  Act  of  last  Session,  under  the  Labourers  (Ireland) 
Acts  and  others,  have  been  dealt  with  in  this  manner;  also  the  contributions 
of  India  and  the  Colonies  to  the  cost  of  the  Packet  Service. 

Hevenue  Department, 

(4.)  The  Estimates  for  the  Customs  and  Inland  Bevenue  necessarily  depend 
rather  upon  the  nature  than  upon  the  amount  of  the  Bevenue  to  be  collected. 
They  have  been  in  course  of  reduction  for  several  years.  Those  of  the  Poet 
Office  may  be  expected  to  steadily  grow  as  the  business  increases. 

Customs. 

The  effective  charge  of  the  Customs  Service  has  fallen  from  £855,077  in 
1882-83  to  £739,645  in  1888-89,  a  decrease  of  £115,432.  During  the 
reorganisation  by  which  this  has  chiefly  been  effected,  the  non-effective  charge 
in  the  same  period  has  been  raised  from  £155,078  to  £198,275,  an  increase  of 
£43,197,  part  of  which  however  is  due  to  pensioners  over  60  years  of  age  who 
had  already  earned  their  retirement.  The  immediate  net  reduction  of  charge 
has  therefore  been  £72,235,  which  will  be  increased  as  the  non-effective  charges 
fall  in.  A  considerable  saving  has  been  effected  by  the  reduction  of  many 
separate  bonding  warehouses  and  their  amalgamation  with  Inland  Bevenne 
Establishments,  but  large  reductions  have  also  been  made  by  more  economiesl 
methods  of  administration.^ 

The  decrease  of  £13,928  in  the  charge  for  next  year  is  almost  entirely  due  to 
reductions  of  establishment. 

Inland  Bevenue, 

The  Inland  Bevenue  requires  for  its  service  in  the  ensuing  year  £43,750 
more  than  in  the  current  year.  But  the  whole  of  this  increase  is  due  to  the 
intermittent  chargef  of  the  triennial  valuation  of  property  under  Schedules  A 
and  B  of  the  Income  Tax  outside  the  metropolitan  area,  which  usually  brings  in 
additional  tax  to  the  extent  of  £80,000  to  £100,000  a-year.  The  total  of  the 
temporary  addition  from  this  cause  is  £44,100,  so  that  the  permanent  charge  is  ia 
fact  less  than  that  of  the  current  year.  A  fairer  idea  of  the  relative  expense  of 
the  Department  is  gained  by  compariDg  the  charge  of  18H5-86,  the  last  year  of 
triennial  valuation.  In  that  year  the  total  charge  was  £1,823,157,  or  £15,528 
more  than  in  the  ensuing  year.  The  lessened  charge  of  the  ensuing  year 
includes  £234,044  for  Pensions  against  £212,653  in  1885-86,  so  that  the  redaction 


•CUSTOMS. 

Effective. 

Non- 
Effective. 

Total. 

£ 

£ 

£ 

1882-83..., 

855,077 

156,073 

1,010,155 

1883-84.... 

838,830 

167,955 

1,006,785 

1884-85.... 

810,240 

176,711 

986,951 

1885-86.... 

796,126 

181,608 

977,733 

1886-87.... 

772,010 

184,047 

956,067 

1887-88.... 

766,020 

197,228 

963,248 

1688-89.... 

739,646 

198,276 

987,920 

tINLAND   REVENUE. 


1882-83. 

1883-84. 
1884-85. 
1885-86. 

1886-87. 
1887-88. 
1888-89. 


. .  • 
.  • . 
* . . 

. . . 
• . . 


Effective. 


£ 
1,587,937 


Non- 
Effective. 


212,686 


Total. 


(Triennial  Valuation) 
1,657,772 
1,651,396 
1,610,604 

(Triennial 
1,583,227 
1,649,704 
1,678,686 


£ 
1,800,622 


210,694 

1,768,866 

210,619 

1,762,016 

212,663 

1,828,167 

Valuation) 

214,279 

1,797,666 

214,176 

1,763,878 

234,044 

1,807,6S9 

■ 

I 
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of  effective  charge  is  above  £36,000  a-year.  This  increased  pension  charge  has 
all  been  added  in  the  current  year,  in  which  extensive  reorganisations  have 
taken  place,  including  the  adoption  of  the  working  day  of  seven  hours ;  by  which 
the  effective  staff  has  been  reduced  upwards  of  200  in  number  and  £18,407  in 
cost.  A  large  part  of  the  resulting  non-effective  charge  (£13,807)  is  in  this  case 
also  paid  to  pensioners  over  60  years  of  age  who  have  already  earned  their 
retirement. 

Post  Office  and  Telegraphs. 

The  combined  Estimates  of  £7,703,602  for  the  Post  Office  and  Telegraph 
Services  (exclusive  of  the  Packet  Service),  are  swollen  by  the  large  provision  of 
£185,000  for  purchase  of  sites  to  meet  the  great  extension  of  buildings  required 
by  the  development  of  business,  especially  that  of  the  Parcels  Post,  all  over  the 
country.  Excluding  the  charge  for  sites  in  both  years  the  increased  working 
expenses  of  the  two  services  for  the  ensuing  year  amount  to  £327,484,  of  which 
the  ordinary  increment  of  salaries  and  the  pay  of  additional  staff  have  alone 
added  in  London  £93,865,  and  in  the  provinces  £168,642,  the  remainder  being 
entirely  Siie  to  the  growth  of  business. 

Packet  Service. 

The  contracts  for  the  Eastern,  Australian,  and  West  Indian  Mail  Services, 
though  made  by  the  Postmaster  General,  are  in  effect  joint  undertakings  of  the 
Imperial  and  Indian  and  Colonial  Post  Offices.  The  addition  to  the  Estimates 
for  1888-9  of  a  charge  of  £170,000  for  the  Australian  Service  has  afforded  the 
opportunity  of  taking  the  Indian  and  Colonial  contributions  as  Appropriations- 
in- Aid  of  the  Vote.  The  necessity  will  thus  be  avoided  of  unnecessarily  swelling 
both  Expenditure  and  Eevenue,  and  of  asking  Parliament  to  vote  a  gross  sum, 
of  which  a  large  proportion  would  afterwards  be  paid  to  the  Exchequer  as  Extra 
Eeceipts. 

Treasury  Chambers,  )  jxriranN 

9  March  i8b8.        j  ^'  ^'  JAOKSOiN. 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL   SKUVICE  ESTDIATES. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  I. — Public  Works  and  Build- 
ings. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  oxcccJinj?  £29,260,  bo 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  {ho  Charge  which  will 
come  in  courso  of  payment  durinij  tho  year 
ending  on  tho  Slst  day  of  March  1889,  for 
the  lilaintenancc  and  llopair  of  Royal  Palaces.** 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  that  this  Vote  might  be  divided 
into  three  heads — namely,  palaces  in  the 
personal  occupation  (jf  Her  Majesty; 
secondly,  palaces  partly  in  the  occuja- 
tion  of  Her  Majesty ;  and,  thirdly, 
palaces  which  were  not  in  tho  occupation 
of  Her  Majesty.  He  had  given  Notice 
of  an  Amendment  to  reduce  tho  Vote 
by  the  sum  of  £500  as  a  protest  against 
the  system  of  expenditure  upon  palaces 
not  in  the  occupation  of  Her  [Majesty. 
He  did  not  complain  of  Hampton  Court 
Palace,  which  might  be  considered  a 
people's  palace,  but  there  was  an  item  in 
the  Vote  against  which  he  did  protest 
for  Hampton  Court  Stud-house.  He  had 
never  yet  been  able  to  discover  what  on 
earth  Hampton  Court  Stud-house  was. 
Ho  understood  that  a  certain  number 
of  cream-coloured  horses  were  bred 
there ;  but  he  did  not  know  what  became 
of  them,  although  the  country  had  to 
pay  £400  per  annum  for  the  mainten- 
ance and  repair  of  Hampton  Court  Stud- 
houso,  and  £15  for  furniture.  Then, 
again,  there  was  a  palace  at  Kew  Green, 
lie  had  had  great  difUculty  in  finding 
where  that  palace  was  at  Kew,  and  he 
did  not  think  there  were  half-a-dozen 
Gentleman  in  the  House  who  had  the 
slightest  idea  where  it  was,  or  who 
lived  there.  Nevertheless,  £556  ap- 
peared in  the  Vote  as  a  charge  for  its 
maintenance  and  Repair,  together  with 
£20  for  furniture  and  £156  for  fuel. 
There  were  a  number  of  other  houses 
which  were  called  palaces,  but  which 
were  not  palaces  in  the  sense  of  ever 


l)oing  occupied  by  the  SoYoreign.  One 
of  them  was  a  house  which  was  lent  to 
one  of  the  French  ez-Boyal  Dukes, 
and  its  maintenance  and  repair  cost 
about  £G00.  In  addition,  there  was  an 
item  for  money  expended  in  furniture. 
If  it  was  neither  desirable  to  let  these 
houses  or  pull  them  down,  those  who 
occupied  them  ought  certainly  to  main- 
tain them  and  keep  them  in  repair,  and 
not  come  upon  the  nation  for  furniture. 
He  would,  therefore,  move  the  reduction 
of  the  vote  by  the  sum  of  £500,  having 
reference  to  the  items  for  Hampton 
Court  Stud -house,  Kew  Gardens,  and 
the  other  building^  he  had  mentioned. 

Motion  made,  and  Quostion  proposed, 
'^  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £28,760, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service.*' — {Ur. 
Lahouehere,) 

The   first  COMMISSIONER  or 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) said,  this  was  not  the  first  time 
he  had  had  the  pleasure  of  replying  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Lahouehere)  on   the    question    of  Uie 
maintenance  of  the  Royal  Palaces,  and 
he  was  afraid  that  he  could  not  add 
anything  to  the  information    he   had 
already  given  on  several  previous  occa- 
sions, and  which  had  always  been  con* 
sidered  satisfactory  by  the  House.    The 
fact  was  that  in  former  times  the  ex- 
pense of   maintaining  and  furnishing 
the  Royal  Palaces  always  fell  upon  lbs 
Civil  List.      From   time  to  time  that 
Civil  List,  as  the  hon.  Member  knev 
very  well,  had  been  very  much  reduced. 
In  1831  it  was  reduced  by  the  sum  of 
£547,000  per  annum,  and  in  1838,  on 
the  accession  of  Her  Majesty,  it  was 
further  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £215,000 
per  annum.    When  those  arrangements 
were  made  the  country  undertook  to  pay 
the  expense  of  maintaining  and  furnish- 
ing these  Royal  Palaces.      That  wu 
part  of  the  bargain  made  on  that  occa- 
sion on  behalf  of  the  country  with  the 
Sovereign  for  the  time  being.   Heoonld 
not,  therefore,  understand  how  the  hon. 
lilcmbor,   or  any  other  hon.  Member, 
should  dispute  the  way  in  which  the 
bargain  was  carried  out,  or  propose  to 
set  it  aside.    There  might  be  hon.  Mem* 
bers  who  thought  that  at  some  future 
accession  to  the  Throne  the  Civil  lilt 
might  be  still  further  reduced ;  but  he 
could  not  understand  how  they  oonld 
desire  to  break  down  a  bargain  whieh 
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had  been  deliberately  entered  into  at 
the  beginniDg  of  the  present  reign,  and 
he  could  not  think  that  the  hon.  Member 
seriously  proposed  that  such  a  thing 
should  be  done.     In  regard  to  particular 
points  which  had  been  raised  by  the 
hon.  Member,  he  must  say  that  there 
was  no  difference  whatever  in  principle 
in  the  carrying  out  of  the  bargain  be- 
tween the  palaces  in  the  personal  occu- 
pation of  Her  Majesty  and  those  which 
were  not  in  the  occupation  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty.    The  principle  was  the  same  all 
through.      The  country  had  chosen  to 
take  off  from  the  Civil  List  the  charge  of 
maintaining  these  palaces,  and  certain 
sums  were  put  on  the  Estimates  from 
year  to  year  for  the  purpose  of  honestly 
carrying  out  the  bargain   which   had 
been  made.     As  to  the  particular  in- 
stance referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member — 
namely,  Hampton    Court  Stud-house, 
that  house  was  attached  to  Hampton 
Court  Palace  and  occupied  by  the  Crown 
Equerries.  The  stables  attached  to  them 
were  used  for  the  purpose  of  producing 
certain  kind  of  horses.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber would  like  to  know  what  became  of 
the  horses.     He  (Mr.  Plunket)  was  not 
bound  to  know.  [{7nV«  <?/  "  Oh  !  *']  Cer- 
tainly not ;  but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
horses  were  used  for  the  purpose  of 
horsing    Eoyal    carriages.      The    hon. 
Member    for    Northampton    said    the 
horses  were  of  a  cream  colour.     Very 
likely  that  might  be  the    colour  that 
might    be    required.      Personally,    he 
knew  nothing  about  it,  nor  did  he  know 
whether  the  hon.  Member  had  a  pre- 
ference for  that  colour  or  not.     As   to 
the  palace  at  Kew  Gardens,  it  was  pre- 
served by  the  nation,  and  if  the  hon. 
Member  had  really  any  serious  curiosity 
on  the  subject  he  might  easily  see  it. 
All  these  houses  were  Eoyal  Palaces 
which     Her    Majesty    had    inherited, 
and    which    used     to     be    maintained 
out    of   the   Civil    List.      They    were 
now,  by  the  agreement  entered  into  with 
Her  Majesty,  maintained  by  the  tax- 
payers of  the  country  and  fell  upon  the 
Estimates.     He  could  give  no   precise 
reply  to  the  question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber as  to  who  were  the  inhabitants  of 
these  palaces,  inasmuch  as  they  changed 
from  year  to  year ;  nor  was  it  any  part 
of  his  duty  to  inquire  who  were  in  the 
occupation  of  them.   He  was  afraid  that 
he  could  not  add  more  in  the  way  of 
ezplanatioDy  or  give  any  further  infor- 


mation, than  he  had  given  in  previous 
years.  He  could  quite  understand  that 
at  some  future  time,  if  the  hon.  Member 
thought  a  further  economy  could  be 
effected  by  an  alteration  of  the  Civil 
List,  he  might  make  some  proposal  of 
a  serious  character  on  the  subject.  It 
would,  however,  be  pressing  the  prin- 
ciple of  economy  too  far  to  ask  the 
House  of  Commons  in  the  present  day 
to  set  aside  the  bargain  made  by  the 
Sovereign  as  regarded  these  Royal 
Palaces.  He,  therefore,  hoped  his  hon. 
Friend  would  not  press  his  Motion  for 
the  reduction  of  the  sum  asked  for  in 
this  respect. 

*Mr.   LABOUCHERE  said,   he    did 
not  deny  that  the  Civil  List  had  been 
reduced.     There    had    been  numerous 
expenses   thrown   upon  the  Civil  List 
formerly,  suoh  as  the   maintenance  of 
the  whole  of  the  Diplomatic   Service, 
the  Judges,  and  so  on,  which  items  had 
never  been  removed  from  the  list ;  but 
he  protested  against  the  pious  theory  of 
a  bargain  having  been  struck  between 
Her  Majesty  and  the  nation  with  regard 
to    the    maintenance    of   these    Boyal 
Palaces.     There  was  never  any  specific 
bargain  between  the  Crown  and  the 
country.     The   Civil  List   at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  Reign  was  decided  on 
after  an  exhaustive  inquiry  as  to  the 
expenditure  of  William  IV.,  and  it  was 
upon  that  basis  that  the  Civil  List  was 
established.     It  was  perfectly  true  that 
various  items  on  the  Civil  List  were  not 
put  down  as  a  charge  to  Her  Majesty, 
and  as  a  necessary  consequence  the  cost 
of  maintaining  certain    houses  would 
necessarily  fall  upon  the  taxpayer  if  it 
was  wished  to  keep  them  up ;  but  many 
hon.  Members  who  sat  on  that  side  of 
the  House  were  of  opinion  that  it  was 
quite  enough  for  the  nation  to  bear  the 
cost  of  maintaining  the  palaces  actually 
occupied  by  the  Sovereign  without  main- 
taining and  tinkering  up  a  lot  of  old 
houses  in  various  parts  of  the  country, 
which  Her  Majesty,  instead  of  occupying 
herself,   granted  to  certain  people  for 
their  lives.  Many  hon.  Members  thought 
that  it  would  be  better  and  cheaper  for 
the  country  to  allow  these  buildings  to  go 
to  rack  and  ruin  rather  than  to  spend 
the  money  of  the  taxpayers  in  repairing 
them,  seeing  that  they  were  of  no  benefit 
to  the  country,  but  only  to  those  who 
lived  in  them.     At  any  rate,  those  who 
occupied  them  should  have  them  on  tho 
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Bamo  terms  as  the  man  who  took  a 
house  upon  a  repairing  lease.  Ho  cer- 
tainly did  not  agree  with  the  views  ex- 
pressed by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tho  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr. 
Plunkot).  Tho  right  hon.  Goutleuian 
liad  answered  Questions  put  to  him  on 
this  subject  before,  and  had  alwciys 
fallen  back  on  tho  stupidity  of  our 
ancestors  in  making  a  bad  bargain  with 
tho  Sovereign ;  but  he  (Mr.  Labou- 
chero)  did  not  belicvo  that  our  ances- 
tors had  been  such  fools  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  think,  or 
that  the}'  had  entered  into  such  a  bargain 
as  that  which  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman 
suggested.  If  tlie  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  not  give  a  more  satisfactory 
answer  upon  this  subject  than  that  which 
ho  had  just  given,  he  should  feel  com- 
pelled to  divide  the  House  upon  the 
question  of  the  reduction  of  tho  Vote, 
in  order  to  put  a  stop  to  what  appeared 
to  him  to  be  a  reckless,  wasteful,  and 
useless  expenditure. 

Mr.  E.  HOBEETSON  (Dundee)  said, 
he  thought  that  the  Committee  ought  to 
get  at  the  bottom  of  this  so-called  bar- 
gain between  the  Sovereign  and  tho 
country.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Plunket)  had  mentioned  the  word 
**  bargain  "  or  **  agreement "  five  or  six 
times,  and  had  spoken  of  it  as  a  bargain 
which  the  House  of  Commons  was  bound 
to  adhere  to.  If  such  a  bargain  had 
been  ontorod  into,  it  musfc  have  been 
embodied  in  some  document,  and  he 
should  like  to  know  whore  that  docu- 
ment was  to  bo  found  ?  Tho  contention 
of  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  that 
tho  Civil  List  Act  was  a  contract  between 
the  Crown  and  the  country.  Ho  (Mr. 
Hobertson)  altogether  denied  that.  He 
denied  that  anything  was  contained  in 
that  Act  with  which  Parliament  might 
not  interfire  at  any  moment  it  chose. 
Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman's  theory  wont 
still  further  than  that.  He  said  that 
they  were  not  only  bound  to  respect  the 
Civil  List  Act,  but  also  payments  which 
were  made  outside  that  Act.  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  maintained  that 
there  was  an  agreement  between  the 
Crown  and  the  country,  he  called  upon 
him  to  produce  it,  or  to  explain  what  its 
contents  wore  and  what  it  required  the 
country  to  do.  Unless  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  give  tho  Committee 
some  more  satisfactory  answer  in  refer- 
ence to  this  matter,  ho  should  feel  bound 
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to  support  the  Motion  for  the  reduction 
of  tho  Vote. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  ho  certainly  tnought 
that  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Plunkot)  ought  to  give  tho  Committee 
some  information  as  to  the  uses  to  which 
these  palaces  were  put.  Ho  did  not  go 
as  far  as  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
fur  Northampton  (Mr.Labouchere)when 
he  said  that  they  ought  not  to  keep  up 
any  palaces  except  those  which  were 
occupied  by  the  Crown,  because  it  was 
obvious  that  certain  places  were  required 
for  the  exerci«o  of  hospitality.  He, 
therefore,  did  not  agree  that  iill  the 
palaces  which  were  not  in  tho  actual 
occupation  of  tho  Sovereign  should  be 
pulled  down.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, however,  seemed  to  put  the  matter 
on  too  high  a  ground.  He  implied  that 
there  was  a  distinct  bargain  and  a 
schedule  of  palaces  that  were  to  be  kept 
up.  If  that  were  so,  and  there  was  any 
specific  bargain  between  the  Sovereign 
and  the  country  in  existence,  it  ought  to 
be  produced ;  if  there  was  no  such  bar- 
gain, it  amounted  simply  to  this — that 
by  the  Civil  List,  which  was  drawn  up 
on  behalf  of  Her  Majesty  on  her  acces- 
sion to  the  Throne,  the  country  under- 
took to  keep  up  certain  buildings  for  the 
purposes  of  Her  Majesty.  In  that  case, 
he  thought  it  was  incumbent  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket)  to 
tell  the  Committee  what  the  purposes 
were  for  which  these  palaces  wore  occu- 
pied. Take  the  case  of  Hampton  Oonrt 
Palace.  He  was  bound  to  say  that  it 
was  not  inappropriate  to  provide  apart- 
ments in  that  palace  for  the  accommoda- 
tion of  the  lady  relatives  of  distinguished 
ofHcers  who  had  fallen  in  the  service  of 
their  country.  So  far  as  Kew  Palace  was 
concerned,  he  (»Sir  George  Campbell) 
had  seon  it  through  the  railings,  and  it 
appeared  to  be  a  very  mysterious  place. 
It  did  not  seem  as  if  anybody  ever 
inhabited  it.  It  cut  off  part  of  the 
gardens,  and  gave  an  air  of  secrecy  to 
the  place. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  ^Bristol, 
E.)  said,  he  understood  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  to  say  that  the 
Committee  had  no  right  to  refuse  this 
Vote.  In  that  case,  what  was  the  neces- 
sity of  bringing  it  forward,  and  why 
was  Parliament  asked  to  pass  it  ?  He 
thought   that   the   hon.    Member   {or 
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Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  had 
made  out  a  very  strong  case,  and  he 
should  have  great  pleasure  in  supporting 
by  his  vote  the  Amendment  which  had 
been  moved  for  pulling  down  this  ex- 
travagant expenditure. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  he  regretted 
that  his  explanation  had  not  given 
satisfaction  to  the  hon.  Member. 
He  thought  it  unnecessary  to  explain 
the  matter  more  than  he  had  done, 
but  from  no  wish  to  give  either  a 
discourteous  or  unsatisfactory  answer. 
The  statement  he  had  made  was  that  at 
the  time  the  Civil  List  was  settled,  at 
the  beginning  of  the  present  reign, 
a  bargain  was  entered  into  between 
the  country  and  the  Sovereign.  FMr. 
Labouchere:  Whore?]  It  was  albar- 
gain  entered  into  between  the  country 
and  the  Sovereign,  that  in  consideration 
of  certain  large  reductions  which  were 
made  in  the  Civil  List  at  that  time  the 
arrangement  whereby  certain  expenses 
were  borne  ,by  the  Votes  should  be 
continued  throughout  the  present  Eeign. 
That  bargain  was  contained  in  successive 
Civil  List  Acts,  and  the  particular  Civil 
List  Act  which  governed  the  present 
arrangement  was  the  1  &  2  Vict. 
(I J* 37),  c.  2.  The  1st  section  of  that 
Act  recited  the  principle  of  the  bar- 
gain to  which  he  had  referred,  and  the 
bargain  was  carried  out  throughout  the 
rest  of  the  Acts.  The  effect  of  the  Act 
generally  was  that  several  reductions 
were  made  in  the  Civil  List,  and  certain 
expenses  connected  with  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  Crown  were  to  be  borne 
by  the  sums  voted  by  the  taxpayers  of 
the  country.  In  consequence,  among  the 
matters  connected  with  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  Crown  was  included 
the  maintenance  of  certain  palaces,  some 
of  which  were  in  the  personal  occupation 
of  the  Sovereign,  some,  like  St.  James's 
Palace,  which  were  partly  in  the  occu- 
pation of  the  Queen,  and  certain  other 
palaces  which  were  not  in  the  personal 
occupation  of  Her  Majesty  at  all. 

Mr.  labouchere  asked,  if  a  list 
of  them  was  contained  in  any  Schedule  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  he  did  not 
think  they  were  contained  in  any  Sche- 
dule attached  to  that  or  to  any  of  the 
previous  Acts.  They  were,  however, 
the  purposes  which  had  always  been 
included,  and  there  was  the  same  obli- 
gation under  the  Act  to  keep  them  up 
and  maintain  them.    It  would  be  un- 


gracious to  criticize  the  provisions  of 
the  Act ;  but  it  was,  of  course,  open 
to  the  Committee  to  criticize  its  ad- 
ministration by  the  Office  of  Works, 
and  to  say  that  too  much  money 
was  being  expended  in  a  particular 
direction.  He  could  only  say  again,  as 
he  had  already  said,  that  if  the  Com- 
mittee were  to  refuse  to  give  effect  to 
the  policy  of  the  Civil  List  Act,  it  would 
be  in  his  opinion,  and  also  he  was 
sure  in  the  opinion  of  the  country,  a 
departure  from  the  bargain  made, 
although,  perhaps,  not  exactly  in  words, 
but  in  its  sense,  at  the  time'when  the 
Civil  List  was  made  between  the  country 
and  the  Sovereign.  That  arrangement 
had  ever  since  been  faithfully  carried 
out,  and  he  believed  that  it  had  been 
economically  and  faithfully  carried  out 
to  the  advantage  of  the  ratepayers  of  the 
country.  He  hoped  the  explanation  he 
had  endeavoured  to  give  of  the  policy  of 
the  Act  on  which  the  arrangement  de- 
pended would  be  satisfactory. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  ex- 
planation  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
amounted  to  this — that  Her  Majesty 
gave  up  certain  Crown  lands,  in  return 
for  which  the  taxpayers  maintained  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  Crown.  But 
they  did  not  recognize  the  personal  right 
of  the  Sovereign  to  the  Crown  lands. 
The  right  was  first  put  forward  in  the 
time  of  George  III.  There  was  then  a 
servile  Minister,  who  put  in  the  Pre- 
amble of  the  Civil  List  Act  a  statement 
that  His  Majesty  gave  up  his  right  to 
the  Crown  lands  during  life.  That 
statement  had  been  repeated  in  the  re- 
cital of  succeeding  Civil  List  Acts ;  but 
the  fact  that  Her  Majesty  gave  up  her 
right  to  the  Crown  lands  did  not  bestow 
any  right  of  the  kind  on  Her  Majesty. 
If  it  amused  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  to 
put  in  an  Act  a  statement  that  tho 
Sovereign  gave  up  certain  rights  which 
they  denied  she  had,  of  course  they  could 
not  make  any  objection ;  but,  assuming 
that  this  bargain  did  exist,  what  did  it 
amount  to?  It  amounted  to  this — that 
on  the  side  of  the  taxpayers  they  en- 
gaged as  a  quid  pro  quo  for  tho  Crown 
lands  to  maintain  the  honour  and  dignity 
of  the  Crown.  Did  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man mean  to  tell  the  Committee  that  the 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  Crown  de- 
pended upon  furnishing  and  maintaining 
a  house  for  an  Equerry  at  Hampton 
Court,  in  order  to  look  aftor  a  few  cream- 
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coloured  horses  whicli  wore  brought  out  | 
every  three  or  four  years  ?  Or  did  he  \ 
mean  to  say  that  it  depended  upon  main-  ' 
taining  those  various  houses,  one  of  which  i 
was  given  to  a  French  Prince?  The 
honour  and  dignity  of  the  Crown  woukl 
be  maintained  if  all  those  houses  which 
were  spread  over  the  public  parks  were 
to  fall  into  ruin.  He  could  understand 
that  the  palaces  occupied  by  Her  Majesty, 
or  partly  occupied  by  her,  ought  to  be 
maintained ;  but  the  maintenance  and 
furnishing  of  all  these  small  houses 
spread  over  the  Eoyal  Parks  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  honour  and 
dignity  of  the  Crown.  The  Committee 
ought  to  refuse  this  money ;  but  whether 
it  did  so  or  not,  he  thought  that,  under 
the  circumstances, theCommittee,at  least, 
had  the  right  to  decide  whether  it  was 
properly  and  legitimately  spent  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  honour  and  dignity 
of  the  Crown.  It  was  an  item  which 
appeared  in  the  Votes  every  year,  and 
he  presumed  that  hon.  Members  were 
called  upon  to  express  an  opinion  upon 
the  Estimates.  When,  however,  they 
were  prepared  to  do  so,  they  wore  told 
that  they  had  no  right  to  criticize  the 
Estimates,  but  must  be  prepared  to  vote 
them  as  they  stood.  It  was  a  perfect 
absurdity  to  ask  the  Committee  to  take 
that  course,  and  he  should  certainly  go 
t)  a  Division  as  a  protest  against  the 
system. 

Mr.  E.  ROBEPtTSON  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  (Mr.Plunket)  had  entirely  failed 
to  substantiate  the  theory  of  a  contract 
with  which  he  began  to  defend  the  Vote. 
He  (Mr.  Robertson)  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
mixed  up  two  entirely  different  theories. 
Ho  had  started  with  the  theory  that  the 
country  had  undertaken  to  pay  the  ex- 
pense of  maintaining  these  palaces ;  but, 
in  his  second  speech,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  obligation  was 
incurred  in  consideration  of  a  large  re- 
duction of  the  Civil  List — that  was  to 
say,  that  the  Civil  List  of  Queon  Victoria 
being  to  a  certain  extent  similar  to  the 
Civil  ] Jst  of  her  Predocossor,  there  was 
a  bargain  entered  into  tliat  the  charges 
heretofore  borne  should  continue  to  be 
borne.  Now,  what  was  the  evidence 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  produced  ? 
He  had  produced  a  recital  in  the  Civil 
List  Act,  which  stated  that  in  consi- 
d(^ration  of  the  surrender  of  the  Crown 
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lands  the  country  was  to  make  suitable 
provision  for  the  honour  and  dignity  of 
the  Crown.     It  might  be  said  that  that 
was  a  contract  whereby  the  House  of 
Commons  was  forbidden  to  enter  into 
the  Civil  List  Act  or  to  amend  it,  the 
same  as  any  other  Statute.     He  did  not 
admit  that  assertion ;  but,  granting  it, 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  to 
prove  was  that  at  the  time  of  the  pass- 
ing  of  the  Act  there  was  anything  like 
a  contract    or   undertaking  that  those 
expenses  outside    the    Civil    List   Act 
were  to  be  borne    by  the  Estimates. 
That  view  of  the  case  was  altogether 
unsupported  by  anj'  evidence  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  produced,  or  could 
produce.     As  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  been   unwise  enough  to  drag  the 
Civil  List  into  the  discussion,  he  (Mr. 
Robertson)   wished   to   point  out  hov 
certain  items  in  the  Estimate  and  the 
finding  of  them  appeared  to  be  goyenied 
by  the  grant  made  in  the  Civil  List  Act. 
There  were  six  classes  of  grants  con- 
tained in  that  Act,  and  the  second  dass 
was  for  the  salaries  for  Her  Majesty's 
Household,  while  the  third  was  for  the 
expenses  of  Her  Majesty's  Household. 
There  was  no  definition  in  the  Act  itself 
as  to  what  those  two  items  would  cover; 
but  he  should  have  supposed  that  a  fair 
interpretation  would  cover  the  mainten- 
anco  o  f  the  palaces  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  had  referred,  while 
the  other  class  covered  tlie  salaries  paid 
to  persons  in  the  service  of  Her  Majesty 
in  houses  set  apart  for  the  use  of  Her 
Afajesty.     In  the  Vote  now  before  the 
Committee,  he  found  the  sum  of  £2,353 
set  down  for  salaries  and  allowances  to 
Her  Majesty's  servants  in   the  Boyal 
Palaces.     Why  were  those  salaries  and 
allowances  not  paid  out   of    the  third 
branch  of  the  Civil  List,  and  why  were 
not  the  expenses  for  the  maintenance 
and  repairs  of  those  houses  paid  for  out 
of  the  second  branch  of  the  Civil  List? 
Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
bo  able  to  give  an  answer  to  that  ques- 
tion.    The  House  having  made  a  pro- 
vision   of  £131,200    for    salaries    and 
allowances  to  persons  in  the  service  of 
Her  Majesty,  he  could  not  for  a  moment 
understand  how  it  was  reasonable  to 
come  down  year  after  year  to  ask  the 
House  for  additional  salaries  and  allow* 
ances  also  connected  with  the  Queen's 
Palaces.     Some  of  these  salaries  and 
allowances    wore,  no    doubt,  small   in 
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amount — for  instance,  in  the  case  of 
Buckingham  Palace,  there  was  the  in- 
significant Item  of  £8  for  the  rat-catcher, 
£\  Is.  a- week  to  a  labourer,  and  £\  \s, 
to  a  turncock ;  but  surely  it  was  ridicu- 
lous, after  having  made  a  grant  of 
£131,000  to  Her  Majesty  for  salaries  to 
her  servants,  to  come  down  to  that 
House  and  ask  for  a  Vote  of  £8  to  pay 
a  rat-catcher.  The  principle  was  an 
important  one,  and  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  insisted  in  dragging  the 
Civil  List  into  discussion  he  wished  to 
ask  him  on  what  principle  these  ex- 
penses were  not  included  in  the  Civil 
List  in  Classes  I.  and  II.  ?  On  what 
principle  was  the  Civil  List  maintained  ? 
He  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  able  to  give  this  information 
to  the  Committee.  Unless  he  could 
maintain  it,  he  should  certainly  vote  in 
favour  of  the  Amendment  moved  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.)  asked 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  to 
give  an  explanation  of  an  increase  in 
the  Vote  for  Holyrood  Palace.  He 
found  that  the  expense  of  warders  there 
had  been  increased  from  £234  to  £239  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  the  salaries  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee 
(Mr.  E.  Robertson)  had  referred  were 
salaries  of  persons  who  were  employed 
for  the  purpose  of  taking  care  of  these 
buildings  and  keeping  them  in  proper 
repair  ;  and  if  the  Office  of  Works  was 
to  be  responsible  for  the  repair  and 
maintenance  of  buildings,  of  course 
they  must  employ  persons  even  of  such 
humble  calling  as  a  turncock  and  rat- 
catcher. If  there  was  any  absurdity  in 
the  matter,  it  was  the  absurdity  of  any 
hon.  Member  criticizing  such  expendi- 
ture. With  regard  to  Holyrood  Palace, 
he  was  afraid  he  could  not  at  that 
moment  tell  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Hunter)  what  the  particular  increase 
was  due  to,  as  he  had  not  at  hand  the 
details  of  the  expenditure.  The  increase, 
however,  was  very  slight,  and  during  the 
last  two  or  three  years  there  had  been 
a  considerable  reduction  in  all  these 
items.  He  was  informed  at  the  moment 
by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  tlio 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  that  the  in- 
crease in  expenditure  at  Holyrood 
Palace  was  owing  to  the  employment 
of  additional  warders  to  take  care  of 
certain  parts  of  Holyrood  Palace  which 
had  been  thrown  open  to  the  public ; 


and  arrangements  had  been  made  with 
the  Corporation  of  Edinburgh,  under 
which  it  was  necessary  to  employ  the 
additional  servants. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided : — Ayes  37  ; 
Noes  77 :  Majority  40.— (Div.  List, 
No.  55.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(2).  £1,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Marlborough  House. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  said,  he  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  if  he  could  inform  the  Com- 
mittee what  the  total  amount  spent  on 
sanitary  works  in  connection  with  Marl- 
borough House  had  been  ?  He  believed 
that  a  great  many  hundred  pounds  had 
been  spent  every  year  for  a  number  of 
years  in  connection  with  the  sanitary 
works  of  the  residence  of  His  Royal 
Highness  the  Prince  of  Wales.  Indeed, 
he  believed  that  a  far  larger  sum  had 
been  expended  than  would  have  been 
necessary  to  rebuild  Marlborough  House 
altogether. 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) said,  he  hardly  knew  what  the 
hon.  Member  meant.  No  doubt,  there  had 
been  from  time  to  time  considerable  ex- 
penditure incurred  in  connection  with 
sanitary  works  at  Marlborough  House ; 
but  he  did  not  know  over  how  many 
years  the  expenditure  had  extended. 
He  believed  it  had  been  going  on  ever 
since  His  Royal  Highness  the  Prince 
of  Wales  began  to  reside  there  ;  but  he 
was  unable  to  say  what  the  particular 
items  amounted  to. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O^CONNOR  asked,  if 
thoy  had  not  reached  £10,000  ? 

Mr.  plunket  said,  he  was  unable 
to  say,  nor  for  how  long  a  time  the 
expenses  had  been  going  on. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said, 
that  it  had  been  going  on,  at  any  rate, 
for  the  last  15  years — ever  since  the 
drains  were  taken  up  in  Pall  Mall  and 
the  pond  was  drained. 

Mr.  plunket  said,  he  was  alto- 
gether  unable  to  enter  into  any  de- 
tails ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member  would  put 
down  a  Question  upon  the  Paper;  he 
would  endeavour  to  obtain  the  informa- 
tion he  required. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
would  do  BO  on  the  Report 
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Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  he  would  be 
prepared  to  give  the  information  od  the 
Beport. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £77,013,  be 
granted  to  Her  ^lajesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  durin  g  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1889,  for  the 
Koyal  Parks  and  Pleasure  Gardens." 

Mr.  LABOUCHEEE  (Northampton) 
said,  that  he  had  always  protested  against 
the  expenditure  under  this  head,  and  he 
did  so  on  two  grounds — first,  because 
he  considered  that  the  amount  was  too 
large ;  and,  secondly,  because  the  public 
were  excluded  from  very  large  portions 
of  the  different  public  parks.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Eichmond  Park,  there  was 
a  larger  number  of  officials  there  than 
any  private  gentleman  would  employ. 
There  was  a  Eangor,  a  Deputy  Banger, 
a  Bailiff,  a  Superintendent  under  the 
Ranger,  and  an  Assistant  Superintendent. 
Those  were  the  head  officials  who  had 
to  look  after  others.  He  had  always 
noticed  in  the  accounts  which  had  been 
submitted  before  that  very  large  items 
wore  set  down  for  gamekeepers.  He  had 
called  attention  to  those  items  more  than 
once.  A  salary  of  £250  a-year  used  to 
be  paid  to  head-gamekeepers,  and  £200 
a-year  to  sub  -  gamekeepers— such  as 
assistants  and  deputies.  He  did  not, 
however,  see  these  amounts  in  the  pre- 
sent Estimates,  and  he  wished  to  know 
where  these  gamekeepers  were  ?  These 
gamekeepers  were  really  supposed  to  be 
emjiloyed  to  guard  the  deer;  but,  in 
point  of  fact,  he  imagined  they  were 
there  because  they  were  there.  Of 
course,  it  was  necessary  for  a  number  of 
people  to  look  after  the  deer;  but  ho 
doubted  whether  any  persons  in  the 
position  of  gamekeepers  would  be  paid 
by  any  private  gentleman  £260  or  £200 
per  annum.  He  was  strongly  of  opinion 
that  this  expenditure  ought  to  be  done 
away  with.  He  could  not  flatter  him- 
self that  he  had  induced  the  Qovem- 
mont  to  discharge  these  men  j  but  he 
very  much  doubted  whether  the  deer 
ought  to  be  maintained.  They  were 
miserable,  tame  creatures,  except  at  one 
time  of  the  year,  when  they  became  a 
nuisance  to  mankind  and  a  danger.  In 
point  of  fact,  there  had  been  some  of 
these  deer  running  at  the  people  who 


made  use  of  the  Park,  and  notices  had 
been  put  up  warning  the  public  against 
going  too  near  them.  Surely  the  Parkf 
were  made  for  human  beings,  and  not 
for  deer.  In  Hyde  Park  they  had  done 
away  with  the  deer  in  order  to  allow  the 
public  free  access  to  the  Park.  The 
amount  of  pleasure  which  people  Gonld 
derive  from  looking  at  the  deer  did  not 
justify  the  expenditure  incurred  in  keep- 
ing them.  Another  objection  in  regard 
to  Public  Parks  was  that  a  large  part  of 
them  was  taken  away  from  the  public 
use  of  the  community.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  South-West  Bethnal 
Green  (Mr.  Pickersgill)  had  moved  for 
a  Eeturn  which  had  been  laid  before 
the  House,  in  which  it  was  stated  what 
amount  of  land  had  been  taken  away  and 
what  amount  had  been  enclosed  in  the 
different  Parks  included  in  the  list  giren 
in  the  Eeturn.  There  was,  howeter, 
anotherParkwhich  had  not  been  included, 
though  he  did  not  know  why  it  should 
not  have  been — ^namely,  Windsor  (Jreat 
Park.  Bushey  Park  consisted  of  994 
acres,  and  the  public  were  excluded  from 
322  acres  which  were  used  as  pasture 
land,  meadow  land,  and  land  for  the  nae 
of  the  Eoyal  Palaces.  He  supposed  the 
wonderful  cream  coloured  horses  required 
this  land.  Hampton  Court  Park  con- 
tained 752  acres ;  but  how  much  would 
the  Committee  suppose  was  reserved  for 
the  public  ?  Not  one  single  acre. 
Hampton  Court  Park  consisted,  as  he 
had  said,  of  752  acres,  and  from  tho 
whole  of  that  area  the  public  were  ex- 
cluded. Now,  Hampton  Court  and 
Bushey  Park  were  very  much  frequented 
by  the  people,  and  it  was  preposterous 
that  the  whole  of 'one  Park,  and  a  large 
portion  of  tho  other,  should  be  taken 
away  from  them.  In  Eichmond  Park, 
also,  440  acres  were  taken  away  from 
the  public.  He  would  anticipate  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  pointing  out 
that  between  1873  and  1887  more  acres 
had  been  thrown  open  than  had  been 
enclosed.  That  was  all  very  well,  but 
he  wanted  all  the  enclosed  acres  thrown 
open  to  the  public,  because  they  be- 
longed to  the  public,  and  ought  to  be 
devoted  to  purposes  of  recreation.  They 
were  never  intended  to  be  given  to 
Eangors,  Deputy  Eangei*s,  and  similar 
persons  ;  but  the  whole  should  be  thrown 
open  to  the  public,  except  some  small 
enclosures  for  timber  and  so  on.  He 
had  given   Notice  of  his  intention  to 
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move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the 
sum  of  £500,  and  he  would  now  move 
that  Amendment  with  the  view  of 
securing  that  the  subject  should  be  dis- 
cussed. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £76,513, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Mr. 
Lahouchere,) 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) said,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  was,  of  course,  aware  that 
there  had  been  a  considerable  reduction 
int  his  Vote  in  the  present  year ;  and  not 
only  had  there  been  a  reduction  com- 
pared with  the  Estimates  of  last  year, 
but  compared  with  the  Estimates  of  a 
few  years  ago.  That  was,  no  doubt, 
owing  to  a  great  extent  to  the  Act  passed 
last  year,  a  very  good  Act  indeed,  in 
passing  which  the  hon.  Member  himself 
had  a  considerable  share.  That  Act 
transferred  a  certain  number  of  Metro- 
politan Parks,  which  previously  fell  on 
the  Estimates  for  maintenance,  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  There 
had  also  been  a  considerable  reduction 
in  the  expenditure  on  the  Parks  which 
were  still  maintained  by  the  Office  of 
Works.  The  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton had  directed  attention  to  par- 
ticular points.  In  the  first  place,  he 
complained  of  the  office  of  Ranger, 
Deputy  Ranger,  and  other  officials  he 
Lad  named.  They  were  the  same 
officials  who  had  always  been  emploj^ed 
in  connection  with  the  Parks.  The  hon. 
Member  said  there  was  a  difference  in 
the  nomenclature  applied  to  these 
officials,  and  he  asked  why  the  name 
had  been  changed. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  had 
not  asked  that,  but  he  had  asked  where 
the  gamekeepers  had  gone. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  thought  tho  hon. 
Member  went  on  to  say  that  there  was 
a  difference  in  the  title  of  these  officials. 
It  was  quite  true,  and  the  alteration  was 
in  the  first  place,  he  believed,  suggested 
by  the  criticisms  which  the  lion.  Mem- 
ber had  himself  from  time  to  tioio  made 
upon  these  Votes.  Tho  answer  of  the 
Government  always  was  that  these 
officials  were  not,  in  the  true  sense  of 
the  word,  gamekeepers.  Their  business 
was  to  look  after  the  general  manage- 
ment of  the  Parks,  and,  therefore,  they 
had  now  been  called  Superintendents. 


A  part  of  their  business  was  to  take 
care  of  the  deer,  and  it  was  for  that 
reason  that  in  former  Estimates  they 
were  described  as  *'  gamekeepers."  It 
was  part  of  their  functions  then, 
and  still  was,  to  take  care  of  the 
deer,  and  the  only  sense  in  which 
the  officials  were  employed  as  game- 
keepers was  in  having  care  of  tho 
deer  in  the  Parks.  The  deer  had  been 
under  their  care  for  centuries;  there 
were  about  1,500  head  of  deer  in  Rich- 
mond Park — the  same  in  number  as 
in  the  days  of  Cromwell.  Of  course, 
the  question  whether  the  deer  ought 
to  be  maintained  or  not  was  quite  an- 
other matter.  He  did  not  agree  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  did  not 
think  that  the  public  would  agree  with 
him,  that  it  would  be  wise  to  remove 
the  deer  from  the  Park.  He  believed 
that  if  they  were  to  have  a  Park  of 
that  kind,  one  of  the  best  specimens 
we  possessed  of  an  English  Park,  the 
presence  of  the  deer  added  an  element 
of  great  beauty  and  interest  to  tho 
general  effect  of  the  Park.  He  was 
entitled  to  say,  before  passing  away 
from  this  subject,  that  there  was  other 
game  in  the  Park  as  well  as  deer — 
pheasants,  for  instance.  They  were  not 
maintained  at  the  public  expense  at  all, 
but  at  the  expense  of  the  Ranger,  who 
provided  the  pheasants  and  the  food 
for  them,  and  also  gamekeepers  in  tho 
ordinary  sense  to  take  care  of  the 
pheasants,  and  of  the  other  game  to 
be  found  in  the  Parks.  In  regard  to 
the  question  of  enclosures,  the  hon. 
Member  had  himself  admitted  that  they 
were  less  extensive  now  than  they  were 
some  years  ago.  The  enclosures  in 
Richmond  Park  were  mainly  for  the 
purpose  of  protecting  the  new  planta- 
tions which  were  Crown  property.  As 
in  the  course  of  time  the  older  trees 
became  unsightly  and  fell  into  decay, 
they  were  replaced  by  young  trees  from 
those  plantations.  Ho  could  assure  the 
hon.  Member  that  there  would  be  no 
unnecessary  expense  connected  with  the 
plantations. 

]\[u.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
said,  there  was  a  subject  connected  with 
this  Vote  which  he  desired  to  bring 
under  tho  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  There  wore  certain  Parks 
in  tho  neighbourhood  of  Edinburgh 
which  were  public  Parks  under  the 
Office  of    Works  in   tho    same   sense 
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as  tliose  in  the  noigbbourhood  of 
the  Metropolis.  Ho  was  bound  to  say 
that  when  any  question  connected  with 
these  Parks  was  brought  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  he  had  always 
evinced  a  readiness  to  consider  the  repre- 
sentations made  to  him.  The  people  of 
Edinburgh  at  the  present  moment  coo:* 
plained  of  certain  petty  restrictions  that 
were  placed  upon  their  enjoyment  of  the 
Arboretum  which  had  been  handed  over 
to  the  Office  of  Works  for  management. 
The  Arboretum  was  primarily  intended 
for  the  use  of  the  public,  and  was  only 
in  a  secondary  degree  a  sciontifio  in- 
stitution. This  might  appear  to  bo 
comparatively  a  small  matter,  seeing 
that  the  Ilegulations  to  which  ho  re- 
ferred related  to  the  admission  of  per- 
ambulators, the  opening  of  gates,  and 
the  hours  of  entering  into  the  Arbo- 
retum and  of  closing  it.  He  under- 
stood the  objection  taken  by  the  Office 
of  Works  to  meeting  the  views  of  the 
inhabitants  was  that  tho  Arboretum  must 
not  be  looked  upon  as  a  Public  Park,  but 
must  be  placed  in  the  same  category  as 
Kew  Gardens,  and  regarded  as  pub- 
lic gardens  made  use  of  for  scientiOc 
purposes.  The  use  of  the  Arboretum  as 
a  Park  was  regarded  by  tho  Office  of 
Works  as  a  matter  of  secondary  im- 
portance. Upon  that  ground  Eules  had 
been  drawn  up  for  the  use  of  the 
Arboretum  similar  to  those  which  pre- 
vailed at  Kew  Gardens.  These  might 
bo  suitable  to  the  Botanic  Gardens, 
which  adjoined  the  Arboretum,  but  they 
were  not  suitable  to  the  Arboretum.  In 
tho  summer  time  no  place  was  more 
frequented  than  the  Arboretum.  If  any 
lion.  Member  would  go  there  upon  a 
summer  afternoon  he  would  find  how 
largely  it  was  froquontod  by  all  classes 
of  the  community  living  in  Edinburgh  ; 
but  ho  would  also  find  petty  restrictions 
which  were  imposed  to  guard  tho  public 
from  the  full  enjoyment  of  the  Gardens. 
There  was  another  and  most  important 
point  in  regard  to  the  future  manago- 
mont  of  the  Arboretum  and  Botanical 
(inrdcns.  It  was  generally  known  that 
it  was  under  tho  contemplation  of  tho 
Government  to  transfer  tho  Botanical 
Gardens  and  the  Arboretum  from  tho 
Board  of  Works  to  tho  University  of 
Edinburgh.  It  was  a  proposal  which 
had  been  mooted  for  many  years  past, 
but  which  had  never  yet  been  car- 
ried out.    It  had  always  been  steadily 
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resisted  by  the  general  oommunitj  of 
Edinburgh,  by  the  Universibr  of  Edin- 
burgh, and  by  the  late  Professor  and 
the  present  Professor  of  Botany.    There 
was,  however,  a  distinction  between  the 
Botanical  Gardens  and  the  Arboretum ; 
and    if  the    Government   intended  to 
transfer  both  to  the  UDiversitj,  they 
would,  in  the  Arboretum,  be  transfening 
to  a  learned    body  an  institution   the 
object  of  which  was  only  in  a  secondazy 
degree  a  scientific  one.  its  primary  objeok 
being    tho  enjoyment    of    the    publiOt 
There  were  two  grounds  of  objection  to 
the  transfer  of  both  institutions.    The 
first  was  that  of  public  policy.    It  had 
hitherto  been  the  policy  of  the  State  to 
maintain  in  each  of  the  three  divisions 
of  the  United  Kingdom  a  Botanic  Osr- 
den  primarily  for  the  encouragement  of 
science ;  and  it  would  appear,  as  regaidi 
this  proposed  transfer,  that  the  Treasury 
were  anxious  to  shift  the  responsibili^ 
for  the  future  development  of  the  Botanic 
Garden  in  Edinburgh  on  to  the  Univer- 
sity   of    Edinburgh.     The    University 
would  be  placed  in   a  most  inyidions 
position — they  would  be  hampered,  in 
developing  the  Gardens,  by  tho  insuffi- 
ciency of  tho  sums  at  their  disposal ;  in 
the  second  place,  they  would  be  obliged 
to  look  exclusively  to  the  scientific  uses 
of  the  Gardens ;  and,  in  the  third  place, 
by  the  claims  of  the  people  of  Edin- 
burgh and  the  people  of  Scotland,  who 
had  long  looked  on  those  Gardens  as  a 
national  institution. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  the  last  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  for  West  Edin- 
burgh (Mr.  Buchanan)  had  reference  to 
the  policy  of  the  future  as  to  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Arboretum  at  Edinburgh 
under  the  management  of  tho  Office  of 
Works,  or  whether  the  Arboretum  should 
be  handed  over  to  the  University  of 
Edinburgh  on  the  understanding  that  it 
would  be  maintained  by  that  institution. 
That  was  a  question  of  policy  npon 
which  ho  was  not  in  a  position  to  say 
anything  definitely ;  but  he  was  quite 
sure  that  the  objections  which  had  been 
Rtated  by  tho  hon.  ^lomber,  and  the 
grounds  ho  had  brought  forward  in  sup- 
port of  his  own  views  that  the  change 
should  not  bo  made,  would  receive  that 
full  consideration  to  which  evorything 
which  came  from  him  was  entitled.  As 
far  as  the  present  manan^ement  of  the 
Arboretum  and  Botanical  Gardens  was 
concerned,  he  could  assure  fho   hon, 
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bor  that  while  he  remained  at  the 
3  of  Works,  if  any  propoeal  or  re- 
mtation  should  be  made  as  to  any 
ition  in  the  Rules  and  Eegulations 
he  enjoyment  of  these  Gardens,  or 
.ours  when  they  ought  to  be  opened 
closed,  he  would  go  as  far  as  he 
[  to  meet  the  wishes  of  the  public, 
nust,  however,  point  out  that  the 
it  of  maintaining  the  Arboretum  was 
lolely  the  enjoyment  of  the  public 
.e  locality,  but  to  encourage  the 
'  of  botanic  science  ;  and  it  would 
jreat  miatake  if  such  arrangements 
made  that  the  Arboretum  could 
e  used  for  the  purposes  of  botanical 
'.  As  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
1,  the  same  questions  were  raised 
le  case  of  Kew  Gardens,  and  ar- 
3ment8  had  to  be  made  to  reconcile 
claims  of  sightseers  with  those  of 
nts  by  reserving  the  Gardens  for 
nts  in  the  earlier  part  of  the  day. 
3uld  only  say  that  his  wish  was,  as 
8  possible,  to  meet  the  convenience 
10  public  consistently  with  the 
ts  for  which  these  Gardens  were 
tained.  If  the  hon.  Member  would 
sent  exactly  what  alteration  he 
jht  ought  to  be  introduced  in  refer- 
to  the  Arboretum  at  Edinburgh  he 
1  bo  glad  to  consider  it. 
I.  BUCHANAN  said,  he  was 
ed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  for 
ourtesy.  He  had  put  himself  in 
lunication  with  the  Office  of  Works 
le  subject  a  few  months  ago.  Ho 
i  not  trouble  the  House  with  more 
is ;  but  he  would  point  out  that  the 
return  at  Edinburgh  stood  in  a  dif- 
t  position  from  Kew  Gardens,  bo- 
t  tne  Arboretum  was  bought  and 
3ut  by  the  people  of  Edinburgh  at 
t  of  £18,000  as  a  Public  Park.  It 
therefore,  a  distinctly  higher  claim 
considered  as  a  public  garden  for 
•ee  use  of  the  people  than  the  Hoyal 
lical  Gardens.  He  wished  the  right 
Gentleman  to  state,  as  the  matter 
lot  absolutely  clear  at  present,  w^lie- 
tbe  Treasury  intended  to  hand  over 
Arboretum  as  well  as  the  liotanicnl 
ens? 

I.  PICKEPSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
)  said,  the  hon.  Member  for 
liampton  had  already  referred  to 
Return  for  which  he  had  moved  last 
He  did  not  intend  again  to  go 
the  ground  which  had  already  been 
ed  by  his  hon.  Friend,  but  there 


were  a  few  features  in  theEetum  which 
had  not  been  referred  to,  and  which  he 
thought  it  desirable  to  call  attention  to, 
because  he  would  be  glad  to  have  some 
further  information  upon  the  subject 
from  the  First  Commissioner  of  Works. 
In  the  first  place,  he  would  direct  atten- 
tion to  Greenwich  Park.  In  Greenwich 
Park  it  would  be  found  that  there  was 
a  very  considerable  enclosure.  It  con- 
sisted of  63  acres  of  ground,  and  the  use 
to  which  it  was  applied  was  thus  de- 
scribed in  the  Eeturn,  **  Banger's  Lodge, 
Offices,  and  Meadows,  and  Buildings  for 
Pesidence."  He  wished  to  know  if  that 
enclosure  had  been  recently  made,  or, 
at  all  events,  whether  there  had  been  a 
considerable  addition  to  it  within  recent 
years  ?  If  there  had  been  no  addition 
within  recent  years,  he  wished  to  know 
when  the  enclosure  had  been  made  ?  He 
need  not  refer  further  to  Bushey  Park, 
because  his  hon.  Friend  had  drawn  at- 
tention to  the  chief  items  in  the  Peturn 
which  related  to  that  Park.  At  tho 
same  time,  he  thought  the  public  would 
be  of  opinion  that  it  was  an  extremo 
step  to  exclude  the  community  from  tho 
use  of  one-third  of  that  Park.  He  came 
next  to  Hichraond  Park.  There  were 
some  items  there  to  which  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  ought  to  be  di- 
rected. 141  acres  were  reserved  for  tho 
purposes  of  plantation.  There  were  10  i 
acres  of  meadow  ground.  The  Rangor*s 
meadow  consisted  of  20  acres,  and  two 
acres  were  set  aside  for  tho  Queen's 
Kitchen  Garden.  It  certainly  seemed 
to  him  that  that  was  a  survival  of  a  time 
very  different  from  our  own,  for  it  was 
extremely  difficult  to  imagine  what 
adequate  or  appreciable  use  tho  Crown 
could  make  of  a  kitchen  garden  in 
Richmond  Park.  Further,  there  wero 
considerable  enclosures  in  connection 
with  residence  in  the  Park.  The  most 
flagrant  instance  of  the  exclusion  of  tho 
Xiublic  was  undoubtedly  that  to  which 
his  hon.  Friend  had  referred— namely, 
the  case  of  Hampton  Court  Park.  He 
noticed  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
did  not  say  a  f-ingleword  in  roferonco  to 
that  case.  Hampton  Court  Park  was  as 
large  as  Hyde  Park  and  Kensington 
Gardens  put  together,  and  yet  tho  public 
were  excluded  from  the  whole  of  that 
area,  which  extended  from  Hampton 
Court  Gardens  right  up  to  Kingston 
Bridge,  and  was  bounded  in  one  direc- 
tion by  the   towing-path  of  the  riveri 
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and  in  the  other  by  the  public  higliway 
from  Hampton  Court  to  Kingston. 
Upon  the  whole  length  of  the  road  the 
Park  was  surrounded  by  a  dead  brick 
wall.  He  thought  that  even  if  it  were 
necessary  to  exclude  the  public,  they 
might,  at  all  events,  have  a  peep  at  the 
Park.  Certainly,  anyone  who  was  in 
the  habit  of  travelling  upon  that  road 
must  be  of  opinion  that  a  dead  ivall  was 
an  eyesore  of  a  most  objectionable 
character.  What  was  the  use  made  of 
the  Park  ?  As  far  as  he  could  gather, 
it  was  devoted  entirely  to  the  feeding 
of  doer.  Doer,  however,  were  fed  in 
othf  r  Parks  without  excluding  the  pub- 
lic from  the  use  of  such  Parks.  He 
should  like  the  right  lion.  Gentleman  to 
explain  why  the  eame  course  with  re- 
gard to  deer  was  not  adopted  at  Ilampton 
Court  Park  which  was  folio  Red  in  other 
places.  In  the  next  place,  he  would 
ask,  what  was  the  use  which  was  made 
of  the  deer  ?  They  wore  informed  last 
year,  in  the  course  of  the  discussion  which 
was  raised  on  this  subject,  that  the  veni- 
son was  presented  to  Government  ofTi- 
cials.  Now,  when  ho  was  a  Government 
oflicial  he  never  received  any  venison, 
lie  did  not  know  whom  the  Government 
ofHcials  were  to  whom  the  venison  was 
presented,  but  he  conjectured  that  they 
were  highly-paid  oliicials  who  could 
very  well  dispense  with  the  perquisite, 
if  it  wero  a  perquisite.  He  believed 
that  some  of  tho  Government  officials 
w  ho  received  the  venison  would  be  glad 
to  be  relieved  from  it,  seeing  that  thoy 
were  called  upon  to  pay  a  fee  when  tho 
venison  was  presented  to  them.  Tho 
Park  was  not  entirely  devoted  to  the 
feeding  of  deer,  because  he  saw  that  a 
certain  payment  was  made  by  the 
Master  of  tho  Horse,  who  seemed  to  be 
responsible  for  the  deer  to  tho  Chief 
Comniisiiioner  of  Works  for  the  pas- 
turage of  the  Parks.  What,  however, 
was  the  payment  which  was  actually 
made?  It  only  amounted  to  £280 
a  year  for  752  acre?,  or  something  like 
7^.  an  acre.  Ho  had  been  down  to  eeo 
the  Park,  and  ho  found  that  tho  hind 
was  very  good  grazing  land  indeed,  and 
ho  .^hould  tay  that  tho  fair  letting  mar- 
ketable value  of  tho  land  would  be 
about  £2  per  aero.  If  that  were  so,  ho 
failed  to  see  why  tho  public  should 
suffer  from  tho  land  being  let  to  tho 
Master  of  the  Horse  at  the  very  inade- 
quate sum  of  Is,  per  aero.    While  he 
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found  that  the  Park  ooat  the  public  oyer 
£1,000  a-year»  the  only  return  obtained 
was  something  like  £500,  bo  that  there 
was  a  dead  loss  of  £500  a-year.  He 
should  be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  explain,  if  the  matter  was 
capable  of  explanation,  why  the  public 
wero  altogether  excluded  from  this 
Park  ?  He  knew  that  it  was  felt  to  be  a 
great  grievance  that  tho  people  should 
have  no  use  of  the  Park ;  and,  even  ad* 
mitting  that  it  was  necessary  to  feed 
deer  in  it,  that  formed  no  adequate 
reason  for  the  exclusion  of  the  public, 
because  it  was  well  known  that  in 
other  Parks  from  which  the  public  were 
not  excluded  deer  wore  fed.  He  trusted 
that  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  pass  over  this  matter  in  absolute 
silence,  as  ho  had  done  with  rogard  to 
the  reference  made  by  tho  hon.  Member 
for  Northampton  to  tho  case  of  Bushey 
Park. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  wished  to 
call  attention  to  the  exclusion  of  the 
public  from  a  considerable  portion  of 
Eegent's  Park.  The  whole  area  of  the 
Park  was  472  acres,  and  from  more 
than  one-fourth  of  it^namely,  130 
acres,  tho  public  were  excludea.  No 
doubt  there  were  some  excellent  enclo- 
sures, such  as  tho  Zoological  Gardens 
and  the  Botanical  Gardens;  but  he 
could  not  understand  why  the  publio 
should  be  excluded  from  certain  land 
situato  on  the  western  side  of  the  Park, 
seeing  that  admission  was  secured  by 
others  on  the  payment  of  a  fee  at  the 
following  rates  —  residents,  2U.  per 
annum  ;  non-residents,  42t.  per  annum. 
He  had  often  seen  persons  gazing 
through  the  railings  of  the  enclosurCi 
envious  of  the  enjoyment  which  the 
privileged  few  were  deriving ;  and,  see- 
ing that  tho  publio  paid  £1,000  per 
annum  for  maintaining  this  Park,  he 
thought  it  hard  that  thoy  should  be 
excluded  from  tho  enjoyment  of  it.  He 
certainly  thought  the  particular  enclo- 
sure to  which  ho  referred  might  bo 
thrown  open.  Ho  observed  that  a  num- 
ber of  houses  in  this  Public  Park  were 
lot  at  incredibly  low  rents.  One  of 
them,  which  liad  a  garden  of  five  acred, 
was  let  for  £114  lO^r.  a-year.  He  be- 
lieved it  would  command  that  rent 
without  any  garden  ground  at  all. 
There  were  other  houses  and  en- 
closures let  at  equally  ridiculous 
rents.      He  presumed  the  reason  was 


505 


Supply — Civil 


{April  5,  1888 1  Service  Estmaies. 


606 


that  they  were  letting  the  old  leases  not 
yet  run  out.  Ho  should,  however,  like 
to  have  an  explanation  on  the  subject, 
and  an  understanding  that  when  the 
existing  leases  ran  out  the  houses  would 
be  relet  and  the  enclosures  thrown  open. 
He  did  not  think  that  it  was  the  wish 
of  the  public  to  continue  to  maintain 
Parks  like  this  for  rent- earning  pur- 
poses. The  population  around  the  Park 
was  rapidly  increasing,  and  it  was  felt 
to  be  a  very  great  hardship  that  Her 
Majesty's  subjects  should  be  excluded 
from  any  portion  of  the  Park. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  it  seemed  to  him  that  a 
reduction  of  £500  in  the  Vote  was  alto- 
gether inadequate.  The  Eeturn  moved 
for  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal 
Green  (Mr.  Pickersgill),  on  vvhich  the 
hon.  Member  for  Northampton  had 
based  the  reduction  he  had  moved, 
would,  if  it  were  examined,  show  an 
abundant  reason  why  a  very  much 
larger  reduction  should  be  made.  On 
page  9  of  the  Estimates  it  was  shown 
that  the  amount  of  £2,400  was  expected 
to  be  received  during  the  course  of  the 
financial  year  for  what  were  called  esti- 
mated extra  receipts.  Now,  that  Eeturn 
showed,  first  of  all,  how  very  misleading 
and  untrustworthy  many  of  the  Eeturns 
were  which  were  submitted  to  Parlia- 
ment, or  else  it  showed  that  the  Eeturn 
submitted  to  the  House  and  the  Motions 
of  hon.  Members  were  of  a  very  extra- 
ordinary character.  This  Eeturn  showed 
not  only  the  area  of  the  Parks  and  the 
area  from  which  the  publie  were  ex- 
cluded, but  what  public  revenue,  if 
any,  was  derived  from  the  said  area. 
From  Bushey  Park  the  revenue  derived 
was  £91  ;  from  Hampton  Oourt  Park, 
£577;  Holyrood,  £375;  Hyde  Park, 
£466;  Eegent's  Park,  £2,536;  Eich- 
mond  Old  Deer  Park,  £972  ;  and  from 
Eichmond  Park  £500.  If  the  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  would  take 
the  trouble  to  add  up  these  sums,  he 
would  find  that  they  come  to  a  total  of 
more  than  £5,000,  or  more  than  £1,000 
in  excess  of  the  estimated  receipts  shown 
on  page  9.  If  the  Eeturn  was  trust- 
worthy and  the  figures  given  to  the 
House  by  the  Treasury  were  correct, 
then  the  Estimate  must  be  wrong,  and 
wrong  by  at  least  £1,100;  and,  there- 
fore, the  reduction  moved  should  be  not 
£500,  but  £1,100.  Even  the  larger 
enm  was  altogether  below  what  ought 


to  be  realized  from  these  Parks.  He 
did  not  propose  to  go  over  the  items 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Bethnal  Green ;  but  in  regard  to  Bushey 
Park  he  saw  there  were  receipts  for 
wood  and  timber  of  £50,  and  from  other 
sources  £41,  although  in  that  Park  the 
enclosed  area  from  which  the  public 
were  oxclutlod  was  no  less  than  104 
acres.  Those  portions  of  the  Park  used 
for  meadow  land  and  making  hay  did 
not  appear  to  figure  on  the  credit  side 
at  all.  There  were  further  items  of  30 
acres  for  pasture  land  and  20  acres  for 
meadow  land,  to  say  nothing  of  planta- 
tions. There  was  sufficient  property  of 
a  proBtable  kind  to  secure  an  income  of 
several  hundred  pounds,  and  yet  £91 
was  the  entire  sum  derived  from  it. 
With  regard  to  Hampton  Oourt  Park, 
the  total  amount  received  was  £577, 
yet  the  land  enclosed  amounted  to  752 
acres,  and  consisted  of  very  good  grazing 
ground ;  so  that  the  revenue  was  alto- 
gether too  small  for  the  purposes  for 
which  the  Park  was  utilized.  Then, 
again,  in  regard  to  Eegent's  Park,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton) 
had  pointed  out  the  ridiculously  low  sums 
for  which  much  of  the  land — very 
eligible  land — was  let.  Instead  of 
having  a  sum  of  £2,340  derived  from 
that  property,  it  ought  to  be  worth,  at 
least  £10,000  or  £15,000  a-year.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Oommis- 
sioner  of  Works,  in  replying,  in  the  first 
instance,  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton in  regard  to  the  enclosures  in  the 
Deer  Parks  at  Hampton  Oourt  and  at 
Eichmond,  took  very  good  care  to  confine 
his  observations  to  the  deer  in  Eichmond 
Park  and  the  pheasants  there.  Now, 
no  complaints  had  been  made  in  regard 
to  pheasants,  and  no  attack  was  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Northampton 
on  the  Eanger.  That  question  was 
fought  out  several  years  ago,  and  in 
regard  to  the  pheasants  he  believed 
that  some  satisfactory  arrangement  was 
made.  There  remained,  however,  the 
Old  Deer  Park  of  Eichmond,  362  acres 
in  extent,  and  there  were  900  acres  else- 
where which  were  entirely  given  up  to 
deer.  If  these  Parks  were  situated 
away  from  a  large  city  like  London,  it 
would  be  a  matter  of  very  little  import- 
ance ;  but  the  preservation  of  these  open 
spaces  for  the  use  of  the  people  were  of 
great  consequence  to  London,  with  its 
population  of  5,000,000.     He  thought 
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tho  Govornmont  ought  to  make  some 
arrangoment  that  would  secure  that  the 
large  Bi)ace8  at  Hampton  Court,  Kegent's 
Park,  and  Eichmond  Park,  which  were 
now  let  at  inadequate  rents  for  the  bene- 
fit of  a  small  ring  of  persons,  should,  as 
soon  as  possiblo,  cither  be  let  at  full 
value,  or,  as  ho  should  prefer,  be  thrown 
open  to  the  public,  so  that,  in  one  form 
or  another,  the  people  should  reap  the 
full  advantage  of  this  valuable  land. 
Hampton  Court  Park  and  Eichmond 
Park,  from  which  tho  public  were  now 
largely  excluded,  were  very  easy  of 
access  to  the  people  of  Ijondon,  and  at 
holiday  times  would  be  of  the  greatest 
value.  As  it  was,  people  could  only  see 
from  a  distance  the  promised  land  they 
were  never  allowed  to  enter,  and  yet, 
although  they  were  excluded  from  it, 
the  revenue  derived  from  it  by  tho  Go- 
vernment was  ridiculously  small.  He 
was  afraid  that  there  was  a  great  deal 
of  jobbery  connected  with  the  manage- 
ment of  the  Parks.  Thoro  appeared  to 
be  a  small  ring  of  highly-paid  persons 
who  did  derive  great  advantage  of  one 
kind  or  the  other  from  those  Parks  ;  but 
the  great  bulk  of  the  public  derived  no 
advantage  at  all. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  that  the  lion. 
IMember  for  Bethnal  Green  (Mr.  Pickers- 
gill),  in  referring  to  the  Return  which 
had  been  given  to  the  House  upon  his 
Motion,  had  asked  some  questions  in 
reference  to  Greenwich  and  Richmond 
Parks.  Tho  hon.  Member  had  asked 
whether  there  had  been  any  decrease  in 
the  space  which  was  formerly  devoted 
to  the  enjoyment  of  the  people,  and 
wli  ether  the  reserve  spaces  had  been 
enlarged  ?  As  far  as  he  had  been  able 
to  ascertain  in  the  Office  of  Works,  thoro 
had  been  no  such  decrease,  nor  had 
there  been  any  withdrawal  from  the 
public  of  any  rights  wliich  they  had 
formerly  enjoyed.  For  instance,  the 
Ranger's  Lodge  at  Greenwich,  now  in 
tho  occupation  of  Lady  Mayo,  and  the 
reserve  spaces  around  it,  had  not  been  in 
any  way  increased  in  modern  times,  nor 
in  the  caeo  of  Richmond  Park  or  Hamp- 
ton Court  had  there  been  any  with- 
drawal from  the  public  of  rights  which 
they  had  formerly  enjoyed.  Hampton 
Court  Park  had  never  been  thrown  open 
to  the  public  at  any  time;  but  ho  was 
rathor  inclined  to  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  that  some  improvements  might 
be  eS'eoted  in  the  present  arrangements, 

Mr.  Arthur  G*  Connor 


ospecially  in  regard  to  the  dead  wall. 
He  would  promise  tho  hon.  Member 
that  ho  would  go  into  the  question,  and 
if  he  could  see  his  way  he  would  be  glad 
to  have  that  improvement  effeotcd.  As 
to  the  position  of  the  Master  of  the 
Horse,  ho  had  nothing  to  do  with  the 
doer,  nor  were  the  deer  in  Hampton  Cburt 
Park  under  his  management.  What  he 
had  to  do  there  had  reference  to  horses, 
and  he  was  required  to  pay  for  tho 
pasturage  which  the  horses  had  in  tho 
Park.  Ho  might  say  that  this  subject 
was  under  consi<leration  at  present,  and 
he  hoped  that  a  more  satisfactory  agree- 
ment, as  far  as  the  public  were  concerned, 
might  be  made  with  the  Master  of  the 
Horse.  It  was  a  question,  however, 
wliich  had  only  been  mooted  within  the 
last  few  months.  With  respect  to 
Regent's  Park,  to  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Leicester  (Mr.  Picton)  had  called 
attention,  he  hoped  tho  hon.  Member 
would  admit  that,  as  far  as  it  had  been 
in  his  power,  ho  had  endeavoured  to 
make  the  Park  as  available  as  possible 
for  the  use  of  all  classes  of  the  public. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Park  had  only 
been  thrown  open  within  comparatively 
modern  times.  For  a  long  time  it  was 
not  open  to  the  public  at  all,  and  it  was 
only  in  the  year  1835  that  it  was  first 
thrown  open.  Since  then,  from  time  to 
time,  various  portions  of  the  Park  had 
been  added  to  those  which  were  origin- 
ally given  to  tho  public.  No  one  would 
probably  desire  to  interfere  with  the 
various  societies  which  occupied  parts 
of  the  Park.  There  was  one  portion, 
however,  occupied  by  the  Tozophilite 
Society,  of  which  the  lease  would  snortly 
fall  in.  The  Society  was,  of  course^ 
anxious  to  have  the  lease  renewed, 
whereas  others  desired  that  their  grounds 
should  be  added  to  the  part  now  open 
to  the  people.  The  Government  were 
hampered  also  by  other  leases  and 
established  private  rights  with  which 
they  could  not  interfere.  In  1 883,  when 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers)  was 
at  tho  Treasury,  some  additions  were 
made  to  tlie  spaces  available  for  the 
public.  There  was  no  discrepancy  in 
tho  figures  referred  to  by  tho  hoo. 
Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Connor) ;  but  the  apparent  error  arose 
from  the  fact  that  tho  Return  moved  for 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bethnal  (}reen 
(Mr.   Pickersgill)  was  made  not  only 
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from  the  Office  of  Works,  but  from  the 
Department  of  Woods  and  Forests. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
could  assure  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  had  confined  his  quotations  to 
those  Parks  which  were  shown  in  the 
Return. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  that  a  groat 
portion  of  the  argument  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  based  on  the  sum  of 
£2,344  18«.  lOi.,  which  appeared  in  the 
Vote  as  derivable  from  Regent's  Park  ; 
but  the  whole  of  that  sum,  as  the  hon. 
Member  would  find  from  Sub-head  B, 
had  been  claimed  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Woods  and  Forests,  because  that 
part  of  the  Park  was  under  their  control. 
He  thought  that  would  reconcilo  the 
discrepancy  which  had  been  pointed 
out. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
said,  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
referred  quite  correctly  to  what  was  done 
in  1883,  in  connection  with  Regent's 
Park,  and  the  additions  which  were  then 
made.  When  he  went  to  the  Treasury 
he  found  that  a  portion  of  the  Park  was 
about  to  be  opened  if  the  claims  of  some 
of  the  residents  could  bo  satisfied.  He 
settled  that  controversy,  and,  in  addition, 
decided  that  some  of  the  ground  round 
the  villas  should  be  added  to  the  Park. 
In  regard  to  the  lease  of  the  Toxophilite 
Society,  he  could  only  express  an  ear- 
nest hope  that  when  the  lease  fell  in  it 
would  not  be  renewed,  but  that  the  land 
would  be  made  available  for  the  public. 
It  was  a  great  pity  that  Hampton  Court 
Park  was  not  available  for  the  public. 
Everyone  who  went  there  knew  how 
much  the  public  would  appreciate  the 
privilege  if  they  were  allowed  to  use  it 
— that  was  to  say,  if  the  grounds  were 
thrown  open  to  them.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  had  done  much  good 
in  several  of  his  concessions  to  the  pub- 
lic, and  he  (Mr.  Childers)  trusted  that 
he  would  go  still  further  in  the  same 
direction. 

Mb.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  was 
glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  South  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers) 
had  joined  in  the  demand  that  Hampton 
Ck>urt  Park  should  be  thrown  open  to 
the  public.  Three  hundred  acres  were 
taken  away  from  the  public  in  Bushey 
Park,  75  acres  of  it  being  devoted  to 
the  maintenance  of  the  cream-coloured 
horses — which  he  supposed  would  be 
looked  upon  by  the  Treasury  as  essen- 


tially "pleasure  horses."  There  were 
also  a  number  of  horses  kept  in  Hamp- 
ton Court  Park,  and  the  land  there  was 
let  under  lease  to  the  Master  of  the 
Horse  for  £280  per  annum.  It  was  said 
that  there  were  a  lot  of  brood  mares 
kept  there ;  but,  though  he  had  often 
asked  what  became  of  the  foals  of  the 
mares,  he  had  never  been  able  to  ob- 
tain a  satisfactory  answer.  The  great 
point  was,  however,  that  these  two 
pieces  of  land  should  be  thrown  open  to 
the  public,  and  that  some  arrangement 
should  be  made  by  which  the  cream- 
coloured  horses  should  be  taken  else- 
where, and  the  76  acres  devoted  to  them 
thrown  open  to  the  public,  the  lease  of 
the  Master  of  the  Horse  being  termi- 
nated. This  lease  was  not  one  they 
were  bound  to  maintain  as  part  and 
parcel  of  the  bargain  made  with  Her 
Majesty  when  she  came  to  the  Throne. 
It  was  open  to  the  Board  of  Works  to 
refuse  to  grant  the  lease.  Thousands  of 
holiday  makers  went  down  to  the  Park 
on  Bank  Holidays  ar.d  Sundays.  He, 
himself,  had  a  house  near  by,  and  saw 
the  people,  and  he  thought  not  one  of 
Her  Majesty *s  subjects  outside  the 
House  would  complain  if  this  £280  per 
annum  received  from  the  Master  of  the 
Horse  were  forfeited  and  this  large  Park 
wero  thrown  open  to  the  public.  He 
thought  he  had  been  too  moderate  by 
only  moving  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £600. 
He  knew,  however,  that  whatever  the 
amount  of  the  reduction  moved,  whether 
it  were  £1,000  or  £2,000,  it  would  not 
be  likely  to  pass  ;  and,  therefore,  £500 
was  as  good  a  figure  as  any  other  for 
the  purpose  of  protesting  against  the 
system  of  appointing  Rangers  and  other 
fancy  officers.  Ho  should  certainly  di- 
vide the  Committee  upon  the  subject. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  he  thought  this  was  a 
very  useful  discussion,  and  trusted  that 
the  land  in  the  Parks  referred  to  would 
be  thrown  open  to  the  public.  He  held 
that  the  House  would  have  no  real  con- 
trol over  matters  like  those  in  this  Vote 
until  all  the  Estimates  were  looked  at 
and  examined  by  a  Committee  before 
they  were  submitted  to  the  whole  House. 
Until  that  were  done  hon.  Members 
would  not  be  able  to  come  to  a  better 
understanding  on  these  matters.  He 
joined  in  the  hope  that  Hampton  Court 
Park  might  before  long  be  thrown  open 
to  the  public.    There  was  another  point 
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his  seriouB  consideratioD,  and  Bee  if  it 
were  possible  to  admit  the  public  into 
Ko\v  Gardens  at  an  earlier  hour. 
Nothing,  however,  had  been  done  in  the 
matter,  and  unless  some  promise  were 
given  that  a  little  more  attention  would 
be  paid  to  the  wish  of  the  public  in  that 
direction  he  (Mr.  Cromer)  should  cer- 
tainly move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£1,000.  Perhaps  tlio  right  lion.  Gen- 
tleman would  tell  the  Committee  whe- 
ther ho  had  directed  inquiries  to  be 
made  in  this  matter ;  and,  if  so,  what  was 
the  result  of  those  inquiries  ?  Another 
complaint  made  last  Session,  and  which 
he  (Mr.  Cremor)  wished  to  rei>eat  now, 
was  that  the  public  were  not  allowed  to 
take  even  the  smallest  parcel  into  Kew 
Gardens.  The  public  were  obliged  to 
leave  even  small  handbags  at  the 
entrance  of  the  Gardens,  lost  they  might 
contain  anything  in  the  shape  of — not 
explosive  matter — but  in  the  shape  of 
food  or  drink.  There  seemed  to  be  on 
the  part  of  ofRcials  a  fear  that  the  pub- 
lic would  regale  themselves  after  they 
had  entered  the  sacred  precincts  of  the 
Gardens.  It  was  pointed  out  last  year 
that  there  was  a  part  of  the  Gardens 
into  which  the  people  might  be  allowed 
to  carry  parcels  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
viding themselves  with  refreshments, 
and  whore,  if  an  empty  bottle  or  two,  or 
a  few  pieces  of  paper,  were  left  lying 
about,  it  would  not  injure  the  Gardens 
or  produce  an  eyesore — ho  alluded  to 
that  part  of  the  Gardens  on  the  bank 
of  the  Thames.  If  the  Board  of 
Works  could  not  see  their  way  to  allow- 
ing the  public  to  make  use  of  this  part 
of  the  Gardens  for  refreshment  purposes, 
he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  the  Government  would  seriously 
consider  the  desirability  of  erecting  in 
Kew  Gardens  for  the  convenience  of  the 
poorer  classes  of  their  countrymen,  some 
such  building  as  was  to  be  found  in 
Eogont's  Park.  There  was  a  building 
there  which  was  admirably  conducted 
whore  refreshments  were  to  be  obtained 
at  a  very  small  cost.  It  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Cromer)  that  if  they  had  a  build- 
ing of  that  kind  in  Kew  Gardens  it 
would  get  over  the  difficulty  to  which 
he  alluded.  He  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  whether  his  attention 
had  been  directed,  or  whether  inquiries 
had  been  made  first  of  all  in  regard 
to  the  exclusion  of  the  public  from 
these  Gardens    up    to  the    late    hour  I 

Mr.  Cremer 


to  which  he  had  alladed,  and  why 
tliey  could  not  be  admitted  at  11 
or  12  o'clock  in  the  day?  Eleven 
o'clock  was  late  enough  he  thought. 
Ho  trusted  the  right  hon.  Oendeman 
would  also  Bay  whether  the  public  would 
bo  allowed  to  carry  parcels  into  the 
part  of  the  Gardens  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred ;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  OoTem- 
ment  would  not  erect  there  a  building 
in  which  refreshments  might  be  ob- 
tained? 

Mb.  PICKERSGILL  said,  he  should 
not  have  risen  again  except  for  an  an- 
swer which  just  now  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Oommissioner 
of  Works.  The  right  hoo.  Oentleman 
had  seemed  to  drop  some  dark  hints  to 
the  effect  that  some  higher  powers  were 
concerned  in  this  question  of  the  ad- 
mission of  the  public  to  Hampton  Court 
Park.  He  (Mr.  Pickersgill)  howeveri 
submitted  that  the  matter  was  under  the 
control  of  the  Office  of  Works.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  go  down  to 
the  Park,  he  would  find,  from  the  notice 
board,  that  admission  to  the  Park  was 
subject  to  the  llules  and  Begulations 
made  under  the  Parks'  Act  of  187S. 
The  Ilegulations  there  made  prescribed 
that  the  Park  should  be  open  to  those 
who  had  the  licence  of  the  OEioe  of 
Works.  Well,  then,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  only  to  extend  the 
licence  to  the  entire  publio,  and  tht 
whole  thing  was  done. 

Mr.  PliUNKET  said,  that  as  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  (Ifr. 
Cremer)  with  reference  to  Kew  Oardeni, 
he  could  assure  him  that  since  the  de- 
bate referred  to,  he  had  gone  very  care- 
fully into  the  questions  raised,  as  he  hsd 
promised  to  do ;  and,  as  a  matter  of  facti 
he  would  inform  the  hon.  Member  thst 
the  public  were  now  admitted  to  the 
Gardens  at  12  o'clock  on  ordinary  daya 
The  reason  why  they  were  not  admitted 
earlier  was  that  tho  publio  generally — 
that  waste  say,  the  people  who  oame  from 
a  distance  to  see  the  Gardens — hardly 
began  to  arrive  until  that  time ;  and  the 
only  conflict  of  interest  was  between  the 
people  who  lived  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  and  tho  students  of  botanical 
science.  The  Board  of  Works  thought 
it  right  that  there  shoiild  be  a  certain 
period  of  the  day  during  which  these 
students  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
pursuing  their  studies  in  seclusion  and 
quiet.    He  (Mr.  Plunket)  did  not  think 
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there  was  any  grievance  to  any  extent 
felt  even  by  the  people  who  lived  in  the 
neighbourhood.  On  Bank  Holidays  the 
Gardens  were  open  at  1 0  o'clock,  and,  he 
was  glad  to  say,  were  largely  availed  of 
by  the  public.  The  other  question  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to,  and 
which  was  also  spoken  of  when  the  Esti- 
mates were  under  consideration  last  year, 
was  a  more  difficult  one.  It  had  been 
found  in  practice  that  if  they  onco 
began  to  allow  the  public  to  take  pro- 
visions into  the  Gardens,  it  very  greatly 
interfered  with  the  amenities  of  the 
Gardens,  and  that  it  required  additional 
care  and  expense  in  looking  after  the 
place  in  order  to  keep  it  in  proper  and 
seemly  order.  As  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's other  suggestion,  that  a  refresh- 
ment kiosk  should  be  erected,  that  was 
undoubtedly  a  subject  well  worthy  of 
consideration.  The  general  impression 
had  been  that  the  fewer  of  those  estab- 
lishments that  were  set  up  in  the  Public 
Parks  the  better.  However,  he  would 
promise  to  give  the  matter  his  careful 
consideration. 

Mb.  OREMEE  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  state  to  the 
Committee  whether  any  record  was  kept 
of  the  number  of  students  in  botanical 
science  who  visited  Kew  Gardens  for 
the  purpose  of  studying  in  the  early 
part  of  the  day  ?  Could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  inform  the  Committee  as  to 
the  number  of  students  who  visited  the 
Gardens  in  the  course  of  a  day  or  a 
year? 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  dared  say 
it  would  be  very  easy  to  obtain  such  a 
list ;  but  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  privilege  of  studying  in 
the  Arboretum  in  Kew  Gardens,  which 
was,  perhaps,  the  finest  in  the  world,  was 
highly  valued  by  a  largo  number  of 
students  and  others. 

Mb.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.):  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state  the  num- 
ber who  visit  the  Gardens  on  a  Sunday 
morning  ? 

Mb.  PLUNKET :  I  can  easily  find 
out.  I  am  not  sure  that  any  record  is 
kept ;  but  I  know  that  these  people  go 
there  in  considerable  numbers. 

Mb.  CREMER  asked,  whether  he 
was  to  understand  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  take  the  question  of 
the  erection  of  a  refreshment  kiosk  into 
his  consideration?  He  (Mr.  Cremer) 
lutd  heard  a  cheer  some  time  ago  when 


it  was  stated  that  it  would  be  difficult 
to  allow  the  public  any  part  of  Kew 
Gardens  for  the  purpose  of  picnics. 
Well,  it  might  be  all  very  well  for  hon. 
Members  to  object  to  the  public  having 
this  privilege  when  they  themselves 
could  drive  down  to  the  Gardens  in  their 
carriages,  take  a  stroll  through  the 
grounds,  the  hot-house,  and  the  Arbo- 
retum, and  drive  home  again  to  partake 
of  the  sumptuous  repast  there  awaiting 
them.  But  there  was  no  such  luxury 
for  the  enormous  majority  of  the  visitors 
to  the  Gardens.  They  were  poor  people, 
who  found  it  necessary  to  carry  their 
provisions  with  them,  and  it  was  on 
behalf  of  these  that  he  was  pleading  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  would  consider 
the  point  which  he  (Mr.  Pickersgill)  had 
raised  with  reference  to  Hampton  Court 
Park? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  he  was  aware 
that  Hampton  Court  Park  was  placed 
in  the  Schedule  to  the  Act  of  1872  ;  but 
the  Park  had  never  been  used  by  the 
public. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  53  ; 
Noes  95  :  Majority  42.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  56.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £40,940,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3 1st  day  of  March  1889,  for  the  Buildings 
of  the  Houses  of  Parliament.*' 

Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.) 
said,  that  this  year  a  further  sum  was 
asked  to  be  voted  under  Sub-head  B,  in 
connection  with  the  Westminster  Hall 
improvements,  and  he  should  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Firfet 
Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket) 
whether  it  had  been  decided  for  what 
purpose  the  new  building  for  which  this 
money  was  asked  for  was  to  be  used  ? 
In  Parliament  in  1885  a  strong  pro- 
test was  made  against  the  erection  of 
what  had  appeared  to  a  large  number 
of  hon.  Members  to  be  an  altogether  use- 
less building.  Before  they  voted  any 
further  money  for  the  building,  it  was 
desirable,  he  tho'ight,  that  they  should 
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upon  which  ho  wished  to  mako  some  ob- 
servations— namely,  as  to  the  deplorable 
condition  of  the  trees  in  Kensington 
Gardens.  A  great  many  of  these  trees 
were  in  a  dying  state,  and  a  great  part 
of  the  Gardens  was  either  bare  or  covered 
by  half-dead  trees,  a  thing  which  ap- 
peared to  him  as  notliing  short  of  a 
national  calamit3^  lie  thought  it  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  get  to  the 
bottom  of  this  matter.  He  was  not  a 
eciontific  man  as  regarded  trees,  but  ho 
had  taken  some  interest  in  tliis  matter, 
and  he  had  made  inquiries  in  reference 
to  the  condition  of  the  trees  in  Kensing- 
ton Gardens.  It  was  evidently  not  the 
air  of  the  Metropolis  which  poisoned 
them,  because  in  several  neighbouring 
squares  large  numbers  of  trees  were 
growing,  and  wore  in  a  most  flourishing 
condition.  He  and  the  Board  of  Works 
had  set  up  opposite  theories  as  to  the 
cause  of  the  fatality  amongst  the  Ken- 
sington Garden  trees.  His  theory  was 
that  the  Board  of  Works  had  allowed 
builders  in  that  district,  when  digging  up 
foundations  for  new  houses,  to  remove 
the  clay  to  Kensington  Gardens,  and 
place  it  over  the  roots  of  the  trees.  The 
theory  of  the  Board  of  Works  was  that 
the  trees  had  suffered  from  defective 
drainage,  and  that  great  improvement 
would  bo  observed  now  that  the  drainage 
had  been  in  some  degree  attended  to. 
He  (Sir  Georgo  Campbell)  was  convinced 
that  there  were  large  tracts  upon  which 
the  trees  were  dying,  which  never  could 
have  been  affected  by  the  overflow  of 
water  from  the  pond.  He  should  very 
much  like  to  know  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  could  tell  them  if 
there  had  been  any  perceptible  improve- 
ment in  the  condition  of  the  trees  in 
consequence  of  the  drainage  operations 
which  had  been  carried  out,  as  he  did 
not  himself  believe  it  to  be  the  case. 
Ho  was  under  the  impression  that  the 
trees  in  those  parts  were  still  dying.  If 
the  Park  were  private  property,  its 
owner  would  not  bo,  as  the  Government 
were,  content  to  sleep  on  the  matter  and 
allow  the  thing  to  drift.  He  would  not 
allow  the  Park  to  continue  in  such  a 
state,  but  would  take  measures  to  correct 
any  evil  which  he  believed  to  exist. 
Nothing  had  been  done  to  examine  the 
roots  of  the  trees  really  to  find  out  if  the 
scat  of  the  difficult}^  lay  there.  At  any 
rate,  he   trusted   that  the  right   hon. 

Sir  Georp  Campbell 


Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  would  be  able  to  give  them  some 
satisfaction  in  this  matter.  Ho  also 
trusted  that  something  would  be  settled 
in  regard  to  the  Hoehampton  Gate  of 
Eichmond  Park.  Eichmond  Park,  as 
everyone  knew,  was  a  magnificent  Park, 
but  tho  access  to  it  was  not  sufficient, 
and  anything  which  could  be  done  to 
improve  it  would  be  of  enormous  benefit 
to  the  people  of  London. 

Un.  PIUKEESGILL  said,  there  had 
been  one  very  important  and  striking 
omission  from  the  statement  of  the  right 
lion.  Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works.  He  (Mr.  Pickersgill)  had 
asked  him  why  the  public  were  excluded 
from  Hampton  Court  Park,  and  in  reply 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  given 
them  no  roason,  but  had  contented  him- 
self with  the  observation  that  the  public 
never  had  been  admitted.  That  was  not 
the  question.  He  did  not  ask  whether 
they  had  been  admitted  in  the  past,  and 
if  not  what  was  the  reason  of  their  ex- 
clusion ;  but  what  he  asked  was,  why 
they  woro  not  admitted  now?  He 
trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
give  something  like  a  satisfactory  assur- 
ance on  tho  matter  now,  and  if  he  did 
ho  (Mr.  Pickersgill)  for  one  would  not 
press  the  subject  to  a  Division. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  that  as  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell)  no 
doubt  his  complaint  as  to  the  state  of 
tho  trees  in  Kensington  Gardens  had 
for  a  long  time  possessed  some  consider- 
ablo  foundation,  and  he  (Mr.  Plunket) 
regretted  it  as  much  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber did.  Tho  matter  was  oontidered 
some  years  ago  by  a  small  Committee, 
of  whom  Mr.  Littler,  of  the  Office  of 
Works,  was  one,  Sir  James  Cooper  was 
another,  and  a  third  gentleman  whose 
name  he  had  forgotten,  but  who,  he 
thought,  was  connected  with  the  Office 
of  Woods.  This  Committee  went  veiy 
carefully  into  the  subject  of  the  mortality 
amongst  the  trees,  and  the  conclusion 
they  came  to  was  that  in  the  first  place 
the  trees  had  been  planted  too  closely 
together  originally,  and  that  in  other 
respects  they  had  not  been  well  planted. 
In  the  next  place  they  came  to  tho  con- 
clusion that  owing  to  the  saturation  ol 
the  soil  from  excess  of  water  a  great 
many  trees,  as  they  expressed  it,  "  stood 
in  water."  Now,  the  hon.  Member 
asked  him  whether  the  improyements 
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which  had  been  efPected  at  the  Eound 
Pond  had  been  productive  of  good  re- 
sults. He  was  afraid  they  had  not  pro- 
duced much  good  effect  in  the  Garden 
generally ;  but  he  was  informed  that  in 
the  immediate  vicinity  of  the  Pond  the 
trees  were  improving  considerably.  He 
feared  the  [evil  complained  of  was 
one  which  could  not  be  altogether  reme- 
died or  overcome;  but  the  Board  of 
Works  were  doing  their  best  to  grapple 
with  it.  They  were  removing  some 
trees  in  those  places  where  they  were 
overcrowded,  and  were  making  some 
drains,  and  he  believed  that  would  do 
something  to  prolong  the  existence  of 
some  of  the  older^ trees.  Whilst  they 
were  doing  this  they  were  planting 
young  trees  from  time  to  time,  and  in 
all  such  cases  they  took  the  greatest 
possible  care  that  the  trees  were  put  in 
under  favourable  circumstances  for  their 
growth  and  development.  He  might 
illustrate  what  he  meant  by  saying  that 
the  trees  in  Bird  Cage  Walk,  and  in 
the  Mall  at  St.  James's  Park,  had  un- 
doubtedly suffered  from  the  great  care- 
lessness with  which  they  were  origin- 
ally planted.  They  were  continually 
planting  new  trees  in  those  places,  and 
whenever  they  did  so  they  made  every 
provision  to  increase  the  chances  of  the 
trees  growing  well.  They  only  chose 
treefl  of  the  best  kind,  and  had  them 
planted  under  the  best  scientific  condi- 
tions. He  could  assure  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber that  it  was  not  because  the  Board  of 
Works  had  not  very  carefully  considered 
the  Question  that  they  had  not  been 
Buccessful  in  putting  a  stop  to  the 
mortality  amongst  the  trees  in  Kensing- 
ton Gardens.  Ho  was  afraid  there  was 
not  much  to  be  hoped  for  in  regard  to 
the  older  trees ;  but  he  thought  that  the 
trees  they  were  now  planting — together 
with  such  as  could  be  rescued  of  the  old 
ones — would  benefit  by  the  more  careful 
treatment  they  were  now  receiving.  As 
to  the  question  regarding  Hampton 
Court  Park,  he  could  add  nothing  to 
what  he  had  already  said.  It  had 
always  been  reserved,  and  it  must 
be  remembered  that  it  was  situated 
in  the  centre  of  a  great  deal  of  open 
space  which  was  available  for  the 
public.  He  had  said  already  that  the 
matter  was  now  being  considered,  but 
he  could  not  give  hon.  Members  any 
pledee  as  to  what  would  be  done  as  the 
resalt  of  that  consideration. 

YOL.  COCXXIV.    [thibd  series.] 


Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
was  glad  to  hear  what  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  as  to  the  trees  in 
Kensington  Gardens ;  but  he  did  not 
think  the  evil  to  which  he  had  referred 
arose  from  the  cause  pointed  out  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  Having  watched 
for  a  long  time  the  decay  of  the  trees, 
whether  they  were  young  or  old,  and 
whether  originally  overcrowded  or  not, 
and  having  heard  from  some  people 
that  the  only  possible  theory  to  account 
for  that  was  the  super- saturation  of  the 
soil  with  moisture  to  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  alluded,  ho  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  gathered  that  the  real  cause 
of  the  mischief  had  not  yet  been  ascer- 
tained, and  that  there  was  still  some- 
thing to  be  found  out.  He  acknow- 
ledged that  the  authorities  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  mentioned  as 
having  formed  a  Committee  were  very 
high  authorities  from  a  scientific  point 
of  view  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  could 
not  help  observing  that  these  gentle- 
men did  not  seem  to  have  mastered  the 
whole  difficulty,  and  he  hoped  experts 
would  still  continue  to  give  attention  to 
the  subject. 

Mr,  CHILDERS  said,  that  one  ex- 
pression had  fallen  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  on  which  he  thought  he  might 
ask  for  some  further  explanation.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
Hampton  Court  Park  had  been  ''re- 
served "  from  the  public.  Did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  that  it  had  been 
legally  reserved  from  the  public,  and  that 
it  was  not  in  the  power  of  the  Office  of 
Works,  in  conjunction  with  the  Treasury, 
to  make  arrangements  for  the  public  to 
use  the  Park  ?  He  (Mr.  Childers)  was 
under  the  impression  that  there  was 
no  such  legal  reservation,  and  that  it 
was  purely  a  matter  for  the  Office  of 
Works.  If  that  were  so,  "  reservation  " 
\?as  hardly  the  word  to  use,  and  he 
hoped  they  would  see  the  land  given  up 
for  the  use  of  the  public. 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  said,  he  wished  to  draw  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  to  the  fact 
that  last  year  objection  was  taken  to 
this  Vote  on  the  ground  that  the  public 
were  excluded  from  Kew  Gardens  until 
1  or  2  o'clock  in  the  day.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  then  promised  to 
take  the  protest  which  was  made  into 
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his  serious  consideration,  and  see  if  it 
were  possible  to  admit  the  public  into 
Ko\^  Gardens  at  an  earlier  hour. 
Nothing,  however,  had  been  done  in  the 
matter,  and  unless  some  promise  were 
given  that  a  little  more  attention  would 
bo  paid  to  the  wish  of  Iho  public  in  that 
direction  he  (Mr.  Cromer)  should  cer- 
tainly move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by 
£1,000.  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  tell  the  Committee  whe- 
ther ho  had  directed  inquiries  to  be 
made  in  this  matter ;  and,  if  so,  what  was 
the  result  of  those  inquiries  ?  Another 
complaint  made  last  Session,  and  which 
he  (Mr.  Cremor)  wished  to  repeat  now, 
was  that  the  public  were  not  allowed  to 
take  even  the  smallest  i)arcel  into  Kew 
Gardens.  The  public  were  obliged  to 
leave  even  small  handbags  at  the 
entrance  of  the  Gardens,  lost  they  might 
contain  anything  in  the  shape  of — not 
explosive  matter--but  in  the  shape  of 
food  or  drink.  There  seemed  to  be  on 
the  part  of  officials  a  fear  that  the  pub- 
lic would  regale  themselves  after  they 
had  entered  the  sacred  precincts  of  the 
Gardens.  It  was  i^ointed  out  last  year 
that  there  was  a  part  of  the  Gardens 
into  which  the  people  might  be  allowed 
to  carry  parcels  for  the  purpose  of  pro- 
viding themselves  with  refreshments, 
and  where,  if  an  empty  bottle  or  two,  or 
n  few  pieces  of  paper,  were  loft  lying 
about,  it  would  not  injure  the  Gardens 
or  produce  an  eyesore — he  alluded  to 
tliat  part  of  the  Gardens  on  the  bank 
of  the  Thames.  If  tlie  Board  of 
Works  could  not  see  their  way  to  allow- 
ing the  public  to  make  uso  of  this  part 
of  the  Gardens  for  refreshment  purposes, 
he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
whether  the  Government  would  seriously 
consider  tho  desirability  of  erecting  in 
Kew  Gardens  for  the  convenience  of  the 
poorer  classes  of  their  countrymen,  some 
such  building  as  was  to  be  found  in 
liogont's  Park.  There  was  a  building 
there  which  was  admirably  conducted 
wliore  refreshments  were  to  be  obtained 
at  a  very  small  cost.  It  seemed  to  him 
(Mr.  Cromer)  that  if  they  had  a  build- 
ing of  that  kind  in  Kew  Gardens  it 
would  get  over  the  dilRculty  to  which 
he  alluded.  He  would  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wlietlier  his  attention 
had  been  directed,  or  wliether  inquiries 
had  been  made  first  of  all  in  regard 
to  the  exclusion  of  the  public  from 
these  Gardens    up    to   the    late    hour  I 

Mr,  Crenier 


to  which  he  had  alluded,  and  why 
tliey  could  not  be  admitted  at  11 
or  12  o'clock  in  the  day?  Eleven 
o'clock  was  late  enough  he  thonght 
Ho  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  also  say  whether  the  public  would 
bo  allowed  to  carry  parcels  into  the 
part  of  the  Gardens  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred ;  and,  if  not,  whether  the  OoTem- 
ment  would  not  erect  there  a  building 
jn  which  refreshments  might  be  ob- 
tained? 

Mb.  PICKEBSGILL  said,  he  should 
not  liave  risen  again  except  for  an  an- 
swer which  just  now  fell  from  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner 
of  Works.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  seemed  to  drop  some  dark  hints  to 
the  effect  that  some  higher  powers  were 
concerned  in  this  question  of  the  ad- 
mission of  the  public  to  Hampton  Court 
Park.  He  (Mr.  Fickersgill)  however, 
submitted  that  the  matter  was  under  the 
control  of  the  Office  of  Works.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  go  down  to 
the  Park,  he  would  find,  from  the  notice 
board,  that  admission  to  the  Park  was 
subject  to  tho  Eules  and  Keg^ationi 
made  under  the  Parks'  Act  of  1873. 
The  Eegulations  there  made  prescribed 
that  the  Park  should  be  open  to  those 
who  had  the  licence  of  the  Office  of 
Works.  Well,  then,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  only  to  extend  the 
licence  to  the  entire  public,  and  the 
whole  thing  was  done. 

Mr.  PliUNKET  said,  that  as  to  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Cremor)  with  reference  to  Kew  Gardens, 
he  could  assure  him  that  since  the  de- 
bate referred  to,  he  had  gone  very  care- 
fully into  the  questions  raised,  as  he  had 
promised  to  do ;  and,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
he  would  inform  the  hon.  Member  tiist 
the  public  were  now  admitted  to  the 
Gardens  at  12  o'clock  on  ordinanr  days. 
The  reason  why  they  were  not  admitted 
earlier  was  that  the  public  generally— 
that  waste  say,  the  people  who  came  from 
a  distance  to  see  the  Gardens — hardly 
began  to  arrive  until  that  time ;  and  the 
only  conflict  of  interest  was  between  the 
people  who  lived  in  the  immediate 
vicinity  and  tho  students  of  botanical 
science.  The  Board  of  Works  thought 
it  right  that  there  should  be  a  oertaia 
period  of  tho  day  during  which  those 
students  should  have  an  opportomty  of 
pursuing  their  studies  in  secluaioii  ud 
quiet.    He  (Mr.  Plunket)  did  not  tUik 
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there  was  any  grievance  to  any  extent 
felt  even  by  the  people  who  lived  in  the 
neighbourhood.  On  Bank  Holidays  the 
Gardens  were  open  at  1 0  o'clock,  and,  he 
was  glad  to  say,  were  largely  availed  of 
by  the  public.  The  other  question  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  referred  to,  and 
which  was  also  spoken  of  when  the  Esti- 
mates were  under  consideration  last  year, 
was  a  more  difficult  one.  It  had  been 
found  in  practice  that  if  they  once 
began  to  allow  the  public  to  take  pro- 
visions into  the  Gardens,  it  very  greatly 
interfered  with  the  amenities  of  the 
Gardens,  and  that  it  required  additional 
care  and  expense  in  looking  after  the 
place  in  order  to  keep  it  in  proper  and 
seemly  order.  As  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man's other  suggestion,  that  a  refresh- 
ment kiosk  should  be  erected,  that  was 
undoubtedly  a  subject  well  worthy  of 
consideration.  The  general  impression 
had  been  that  the  fewer  of  those  estab- 
lishments that  were  set  up  in  the  Public 
Parks  the  better.  However,  he  would 
promise  to  give  the  matter  his  careful 
consideration. 

Mr.  OREMER  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  state  to  the 
Ckimmittee  whether  any  record  was  kept 
of  the  number  of  students  in  botanical 
science  who  visited  Kew  Gardens  for 
the  purpose  of  studying  in  the  early 
part  of  the  day  ?  Could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  inform  the  Committee  as  to 
the  number  of  students  who  visited  the 
Gardens  in  the  course  of  a  day  or  a 
year? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  he  dared  say 
it  would  be  very  easy  to  obtain  such  a 
list ;  but  he  could  assure  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  the  privilege  of  studying  in 
the  Arboretum  in  Kew  Gardens,  which 
was,  perhaps,  the  finest  in  the  world,  was 
highly  valued  by  a  large  number  of 
students  and  others. 

Mr.  hunter  (Aberdeen,  N.):  Will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  state  the  num- 
ber who  visit  the  Gardens  on  a  Sunday 
morning  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET :  I  can  easily  find 
out.  I  am  not  sure  that  any  record  is 
kept ;  but  I  know  that  these  people  go 
there  in  considerable  numbers. 

Mr.  GBEMER  asked,  whether  he 
was  to  understand  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  take  the  qu<«a^ion  of 
the  erection  of  a  i  reahment  kioi  into 
Ilia  oonsideratK  He  i  < 
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it  was  stated  that  it  would  be  difficult 
to  allow  the  public  any  part  of  Kew 
Gardens  for  the  purpose  of  picnics. 
Well,  it  might  be  all  very  well  for  hon. 
Members  to  object  to  the  public  having 
this  privilege  when  they  themselves 
could  drive  down  to  the  Gardens  in  their 
carriages,  take  a  stroll  through  the 
grounds,  the  hot-house,  and  the  Arbo- 
retum, and  drive  home  again  to  partake 
of  the  sumptuous  repast  there  awaiting 
them.  But  there  was  no  such  luxury 
for  the  enormous  majority  of  the  visitors 
to  the  Gardens.  They  were  poor  people, 
who  found  it  necessary  to  carry  their 
provisions  with  them,  and  it  was  on 
behalf  of  these  that  he  was  pleading  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  PIOICERSGILL  asked,  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  would  consider 
the  point  which  he  (Mr.  Pickersgill)  had 
raised  with  reference  to  Hampton  Court 
Park? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  he  was  aware 
that  Hampton  Court  Park  was  placed 
in  the  Schedule  to  the  Act  of  1872  ;  but 
the  Park  had  never  been  used  by  the 
public. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  53  ; 
Noes  95  :  Majority  42.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  56.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £40,940,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  March  1889,  for  the  Buildings 
of  the  Houses  of  Parliament.*' 

Mr.  CAUSTON  (Southwark,  W.) 
said,  that  this  year  a  further  sum  was 
asked  to  be  voted  under  Sub-head  B,  in 
connection  with  the  Westminster  Hall 
improvements,  and  he  should  like  to  ask 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Firfet 
Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket) 
whether  it  had  been  decided  for  what 
purpose  the  new  building  for  which  this 
money  was  asked  for  was  to  be  used  ? 
In  Parliament  in  1885  a  strong  pro- 
test was  made  against  the  erection  of 
what  had  appeared  to  a  large  number 
of  hon.  Members  to  be  an  altogether  use- 
L  building.  Before  they  voted  any 
*"•  r  )ney  for  the  building,  it  was 
,        tho'ight,  that  they  should 
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know  for  what  purpose  it  was  to  bo 
used.  To  his  mind,  this  was  a  useless 
expenditure,  a  waste  of  public  money. 
Many  hon.  Members  had  prophesied 
that  in  all  probability  the  time  was  not 
for  distant  when  the  building  would 
liave  to  be  pulled  down  to  make  way 
for  Eome  more  suitable  erection.  If  the 
money  were  voted  to-day,  ho  should 
like  to  have  some  information  from  the 
Government  as  to  when  it  was  likely 
that  the  building  would  be  completed  ? 

Sir  GEOEGE  CA]MPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman did  not  allude  to  Westminster 
IlalJ,  when  he  spoke  about  tho  pro- 
phesy that  this  building  would  have 
to  bo  pulled  down,  because  he  (Sir 
George  Ciuii])bell)  thought  that  one  of 
the  most  admirablo  buildings  in  all 
Europe.  No  doubt  that  magnificent 
building  would  be,  to  a  large  extent, 
spoiled  by  the  so-called  '* restoration" 
now  going  on  on  its  western  side.  A 
great  architect,  under  tho  name  of 
**  restoration,**  had  been  allowed  to  have 
his  own  way  with  it  in  carrying  out 
some  gim-crack  ideas  of  his  own.  They 
were  told  that  when  the  new  building 
was  completed  they  would  get  a  new 
Grand  Committee  lioom ;  but  it  did  not 
now  appear  that  thoy  were  likely  to  got 
all  he  would  like.  They  were  also  told 
that  there  would  bo  another  practical 
purpose  effected — namel}',  that  hon. 
Members  would  get  a  shed  in  whicli  to 
put  their  horses  ;  but  he  did  not  see  th:- 1 
that  expectation  was  likely  to  be  realized. 
At  any  rate,  he  should  like  to  have  some 
information  on  thcso  points.  He  should 
also  like  to  be  told  to  what  use  West- 
minster Hall — which  was  tho  finest 
hall  in  Europe — would  bo  turned  when 
these  building  operations  were  finished  ? 
At  the  present  moment  the  Hall  was 
turned  to  no  account  at  all.  lie  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  wished  to  see  it  made 
tho  centre  of  their  Parliamentary  life, 
lie  wished  to  see  it  made  the  centre  of 
a  great  many  Grand  Committee  llooms, 
and  a  centre  of  life  as  it  used  to  be  when 
the  Eoyal  Courts  of  Justice  were  held 
there.  lie  hoped  they  would  be  told 
that  these  building  operations  would 
not  continue  very  much  longer,  and  that 
the  House  would  soon  know  tho  wur^t 
of  them. 

Mr.  CAYENDISri  BENTINCK 
(Whitehaven)  said,  he  should  like  to 
call  the  attention  of  tho  right  hon.  Gen- 
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tleman    the    First    Commistioner    of 
Works   to  a  point   of  some   practical 
importance,  and  that  was  the  vevy  in« 
adequate  accommodation   which  there 
was  for  smoking  in  that  House.     There 
was,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  knew, 
but  one  room  downstairs  for  smoking 
and  one  upstairs  ;  and  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  over  '\'iBited  those  chambers 
at  a  time  when  there  was  a  full  attend- 
ance he  would  see  that  they  were  hardly 
fit   for  human  occupation.     Tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  been  very  kind  to 
his  Colleagues.  He  (Mr.  Cavendish  Ben* 
tinck)  liad  not  been  able  to  visit  the  new 
chambers  prepared  for  them  ;  but  he  was 
told  that  almost  every  Member  of  the 
Ministry   had   a    chamber    to    himself 
in    which    he    could    do   almost    any- 
thing he  liked — in  which  he  could  even 
smoke  if  he   chose.     He  (Mr.  Caven- 
dish Bentinck)  would  venture  to  Eiiaks 
a  suggestion    which    was    not   a  new 
one  by  any  means,  but  one  which  had 
been  brought  before  one  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Predecessors,  and  had 
been    approved    of    by    nearly    eveiy 
Member  of  the  House  who  had  conu- 
dered  it,  and  that  suggestion  was  that 
the  OlUco  of  Works  should  cover  over 
either  a  portion  or  the  whole  of  the  centre 
eu closure  of  St.  Stephen's  Cloisters  sur- 
rounding that  part  of  the  building  now 
used  as  a  Cloak  Boom,  and  that  it  diould 
become  a  Smoking  Boom.     There  might 
be  seats  placed  there,  and  so  forth,  and 
the   alteration  would  bo  found  to  be 
a  great  convenience  to  hon.  Members, 
especially  to  those  who  came  in  smoking 
a  very  good  cigar  and  did  not  wish  to 
throw  it  away.   And,  as  a  matter  of  fact, 
this  Cloister  was  habitually  every  day 
used  by  hon.  Members  as  a  Smoking 
Boom.     If  the  right  hon.    Gentleman 
chose  to  visit  it  when  an  important  Divi* 
siou  was  about  to  be  called,  he  would  find 
that  there  was  always  a  large  smoking 
company  assembled  there  at  that  end  of 
the  East  Cloister.     A  Predecessor  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  now  in  Oifico  had  had 
that  proposal  brought  before  him  and  had 
not  disapproved  of  it;  in  fact,  he  had 
given  a  qualified  approval  of  it,  and  had 
said  that    ho    had    referred  it  to  tho 
officers  of  his  Department,  who,  after 
consultation,  had  come  to  the  conclusion 
that  tho  cost  would  be  too  great.     They 
had  declared  that  the  cost  would  be  thou- 
sands of  pounds ;  but  he  (Mr.  Cavendish 
Bontiuck)  did  not  agree  with  that  view. 
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He  perceived  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man  had   afforded  protection   to   hon. 
Members  who  drove  down  to  the  House 
in   their  carriages    by   constructing    a 
glass  and  iron  awning  overhead,  and  he 
observed  that  that  awning  had  cost  only 
£300.     Well,  that  being  so,  he  did  not 
think  it  was  possible  to  say  that  the 
plan  he  was  now  suggesting  would  cost 
thousands  of  pounds.     He  did  not  think 
.that  the  expense   of  carrying   out   his 
proposal  would  approximate  to  the  sum 
which  had  been  mentioned  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend's  Predecessor.    He  thought 
that  a  few  hundreds  of  pounds  might 
be    sufficient    to    carry    out    a    tenta- 
tive  echeme   in   a  convenient   and   in- 
expensive manner.      He   (Mr.    Caven- 
dish  Bentinck)  ventured  to    put    this 
matter  before  the  right    hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  hope  that  ho  would  kindly 
take  it  into  his  consideration,  and  that 
if  next  year  he  had  the  honour  to  hold 
the  Office  which  he  now  611ed  in  such  a 
distinguished  manner,  and  which  it  was 
to  be  hoped  he  would  continue  to  hold, 
he  would    be   able    to   carry   out   this 
or  some  similar  plan.     There  was  only 
ono    other    point    to   which    he    (Mr. 
Cavendish  Bentinck)  wished  to  refer — 
namely,  the   additions  to  Westminster 
Hall,    to    which    reference    had    been 
made  by  the  two    hon.  Members  who 
had  spoken  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House.      He  quite    concurred    in    the 
condemnation  which  they  had  expressed. 
Before  the  work  which  was   now  being 
carried    out    was  commenced    ho   had 
protested  against  it;  but  all  that  was 
over  and  done  with  now.     The  plan  had 
been    accepted,    the    work    had    been 
carried  out,  and  was  now  near  its  com- 
pletion.    They  were  indebted   for  this 
g^at  disfigurement  of  a  noble  build- 
ing to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford,   who   was  First 
Oommissioner  of  Works   belonging  to 
the   political   Party  with    which    hon. 
Gentlemen    opposite    were    connected. 
Those  hon.  Gentlemen  did  not  protest 
at  the  time,  and  did  not  turn  the  then 
First  Commissioner  of  Works   out  of 
Office,  and  they  must  bo  prepared  to 
accept  the  consequences — it  was  no  use 
discussing  the  matter  now. 

Mb.  C.  R.  spencer  (Northampton, 
Mid)  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  if  he 
had  considered  the  question  of  the 
windows  of  the  House— a  question  which 


he  had  put  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
theotherday?  As  the  summer  was  coming 
on,  it  was  rather  important  that  they 
should  have  arrangements  made  by 
which,  when  the  windows  of  the  House 
were  open  hon.  Members  sitting  below 
them,  would  be  saved  from  draughts. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  said,  he  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  serious  condition  of  the 
frescoes  in  the  House  which  had  been 
painted  by  eminent  artists.  Ho  would 
draw  attention  in  particular  to  those 
frescoes  occupying  the  passage  upstairs 
leading  to  the  Committee  Rooms.  They 
were  simply  dropping  from  the  walls; 
and  what  ho  wanted  to  know  was  whe- 
ther, if  they  could  not  be  restored  in 
some  way  or  other,  it  would  not  be  as 
well  to  remove  thom  altogether  ?  The 
two  great  frescoes  by  Macliso  in  the 
House  of  Lords  were  also  getting  into  a 
bad  condition.  The  silica  in  those  pic- 
tures was  beginning  to  effloresce,  and  a 
crustaceous  bloom  was  gathering  and 
would  in  time  completely  destroy  the 
pictures.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  whether  eomething  could  not  be 
done  to  check  the  process  of  decay 
which  was  theatening  the  destruction  of 
some  of  the  most  valuable  pictures  of 
our  English  school? 

Mr.  CREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  said,  he  must  move  to  reduce  this 
Vote  by  the  sum  of  £5,000  by  way  of 
protest  against  the  continuance  of  a 
state  of  things  to  which  he  had  directed 
the  attention  of  the  Government  last 
year,  and  on  which  he  had  made 
remarks  on  two  or  three  previous  occa- 
sions. First  of  all,  he  must  join  with 
hon.  Members  on  that  (the  Opposition) 
side  of  the  House  in  entering  an  em- 
phatic protest  against  the  building 
which  was  being  erected  outside  West- 
minster Hall,  and  which,  so  far  as  he 
(Mr.  Cremer)  was  capable  of  judging, 
was  of  a  most  hideous  character  when 
viewed  from  the  Bridge  Street  stand- 
point. He  was  astonished  at  any  Go- 
vernment sanctioning  a  structure  of 
that  character.  And  now,  in  regard 
to  the  £5,000  which  ho  was  moving, 
he  wished  to  say  that  he  had 
called  the  attention  of  the  Government 
last  year  to  the  fact  that  there  was  a 
most  objectionable  system  of  dual  con- 
trol adopted  in  connection  with  this 
House  and  other  Government  establish* 
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ments.  A  portion  of  the  employes  wore 
paid  directly  by  the  Government,  and 
no  would  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Commissioner  of  AVorks  to 
state  for  the  information  of  the  House 
what  portion  of  the  item  under  the  head 
''  Maintenance  and  Eepairs,  £8,655/' 
was  paid  to  the  contractor,  and  what 
portion  was  i)aid  to  the  employh  direct  ? 
He  had  never  yet  been  able  to  under- 
stand why  any  portion  of  the  workmen 
about  this  building  were  employed  by 
a  contractor  who  was  permitted  to 
deduct  from  their  scanty  .wages  Id. 
per  hour.  He  (Mr.  Cremer)  had 
been  very  much  astonished  when  he 
heard  that  this  state  of  things  existed 
here  and  in  other  Government  buildings, 
and  last  year  he  had  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  to  the 
matter,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  promised  to  take  it  into  his  serious 
consideration,  and  to  ascertain  whe- 
ther, when  the  contract  with  the  con- 
tractor expired,  it  would  be  possible 
to  place  the  workmen  hero  and  in 
other  Government  buildings  on  the  same 
footing  as  the  well-paid  officials.  The 
only  answer  which  was  vouchsafed  or 
explanation  tendered  was  that  the  con- 
tractors, in  consideration  of  being  allowed 
to  make  this  deduction  from  the  wages 
of  the  men — wages  which  were  small 
enough  in  themselves,  before  anything 
was  deducted  from  them,  being  only  5^. 
or  6d.  an  hour — supplied  certain  plant, 
such  as  brushes,  dusters,  steps,  and 
trestles,  things  which  could  be  obtained 
for  £5  or  £6  a-year.  That  was  not 
a  sufficient  plea  for  permitting  de- 
ductions to  be  made  from  the  wages 
of  the  men,  which  reduced  those  wages 
to  an  amount  which  was  scarcely  suffi- 
cient to  enable  those  who  received 
them  to  live  in  anything  like  a  decent 
manner.  It  was,  to  his  mind,  an  unfor- 
tunate thing  that  they  should  have  two 
classes  of  men  about  the  building.  It 
would  be  better  that  the  men  should  be 
employed  directly  and  paid  directly  by 
the  Government  than  that  a  third  party 
should  be  allowed  to  intervene,  and  that 
the  Government  should  have  no  control 
over  some  of  the  workpeople.  If  he 
was  rightly  informed,  the  contract  with 
the  contractor  expired  since  he  brought 
the  matter  forward  and  received  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman's  promise,  and  that 
another  contract  had  been  entered  into 
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for  three  or  four  years,  and  that  for  that 
period  these  workmen  were  to  continue 
to  be  robbed  of  a  portion  of  their  wages. 
As  a  protest  against  this  state  of  things, 
and  on  behalf  of  the  poorer  class  of 
employis,  in  that  House  and  other 
Government  buildings,  he  proposed 
that  the  Vote  bo  reduced  by  £5,000; 
and  when  the  Vote  for  the  British 
Museum  and  the  Votes  for  other  build- 
ings came  before  them,  ho  should  moTe 
similar  reductions,  in  ordor,  if  possible, 
to  get  justice  done  to  the  poorer  docs 
of  their  countrymen  employed  in  those 
places.  If  it  was  right  that  the  poorer 
class  of  workpeople  should  have  redac- 
tions of  \d,  per  hour  made  from  their 
wages,  it  was  only  right  that  similar 
reductions  should  be  made  from  the 
wages  of  the  higher  officials.  Until 
the  whole  body  of  employes  was  put  on 
the  same  footing,  whether  rich  or  poor, 
he  should  continue  toniako  these  protests. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £35,940, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Mr. 
Cremer.) 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  he  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
be  successful  in  his  endeavour  tj  see 
that  the  small  pittance  given  to  the 
humblest  persons  employed  in  this 
House  was  really  received  by  them, 
and  that  no  portion  of  it  was  taken  away 
by  the  middleman.  He  (Mr.  Laboa- 
chero)  rose  more  to  express  his  dissent 
from  some  observations  which  had  ^len 
from  the  right  hon.  Member  for  White- 
haven (Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck)— - 

The  OHAIEMAN:  As  a  reduction 
has  been  moved  as  to  a  specific  item,  that 
item  must  bo  disposed  of  first.  After- 
wards, the  hon.  Member  will  be  able 
to  refer  to  any  other  portion  of  the 
Vote. 

The  FIEST  COMMISSIONEE  of 
WOEKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) said,  he  did  not  know  whether 
the  Chairman's  ruling  was  that  the  pre- 
sent debate  was  entirely  confined  to  the 
subject  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Haggerston  Division  of  Shoreditch  (Mr. 
Cremer). 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  Yes ;   that  is  so. 

Mil.  PLUNKET  said,  the  truth 
was  that  practically  the  whole  amount 
for  the  repairs  of  the  House  was  paid 
over  to  the  contractors — Messrs.  Mow- 
lem,  Burt,  &  Freeman.    These  oontrae- 
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tors  executed  for  them  their  repairs  in 
this  and  other  public  buildings,  and  as 
regarded  the  particular  charge  referred 
to  it  was  a  matter  of  business  arrange- 
ment between  the  contractors  and  their 
emploj/ii — ^the  Government  knowing  no- 
thing whatever  of  the  way  in  which  the 
former  paid  their  men.  The  Govern- 
ment paid  the  contractors  a  certain  sum, 
for  which  sum  the  work  was  contracted 
for;  and  having  paid  that — and  this 
was  a  much  more  economical  way  of 
managing  the  business  than  doing  the 
work  themselves — they  could  not  go  to 
the  contractor  and  say — "You  are  to  pay 
your  men  so  much,"  or — **You  should 
increase  their  pay,"  or — **  Eeduce  their 
pay,"  and  so  on.  All  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  leave  to  ordinary  laws  of  demand 
and  supply,  and  they  must|leave  it  to^the 
contractor  to  deal  with  the  men  as  he 
thought  best  whom  he  had  engaged  to 
work  for  him.  As  he  (Mr.  Plunket) 
had  said,  there  was  no  doubt  in  the 
world  that  in  a  great  many  cases  this 
system  of  employing  contractors  was  the 
most  economical  for  carrying  out  the 
maintenance  and  repairs  of  the  Houses 
of  Parliament  and  the  whole  of  the 
Palace  of  Westminster  and  the  other 
buildings  the  hon.  Member  had  referred 
to.  He  was  afraid  he  must  take  his 
stand  on  that  view  of  the  case,  and  say 
that  the  system  adopted  was  the  most 
economical  one  in  view  of  the  work  to 
be  carried  out,  and  that  it  was  not  in 
the  power  of  the  Board  of  Works  to 
inteifere  between  the  contractor  and  his 
men.  He  was  sure  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman himself  would  see  that  the  only 
alternative  which  would  be  open  to  them, 
supposing  the  arguments  which  were 
brought  against  the  Vote  were  estab- 
lished, would  be  to  undertake  the  work 
themselves 

Mr.  BROADHUEST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  said,  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  quite  met  the  points 
raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Shoreditch  (Mr.  Oremer).  What 
his  hon.  Friend  evidently  meant  was 
that  the  Government  let  their  work  at 
prices,  and  under  conditions  and  terms, 
which  made  it  impossible  for  the  con- 
tractor to  pay  the  current  wages  in  the 
respective  trades.  He  understood  the 
Government  had  recently  let  a  contract 
to  a  very  efficient  firm,  so  far  as  work 
was  concerned,  for  the  repair  of  Go- 
yeniment  buildings   during   the   next 


three  or  four  years.  What  he  gathered 
from  the  terms  of  the  contract  was  that 
the  firm  had  undertaken  to  do  the  work  at 
a  scheduled  price,  at  so  much  per  hour. 
Now,  the  scheduled  price  mentioned 
was  but  little  over  the  wage  that  should 
be  paid  to  the  workman  himself,  and 
the  contractor  undertook  to  take  a  given 
amount  per  cent  off  the  contract  price. 
That  being  so,  it  was  evident  that  the 
percentage  below  the  ordinary  sche- 
duled price  must  come  out  of  the  wages 
of  the  workpeople.  To  give  an  example, 
let  him  take  the  case  of  the  trade  with 
which  he  was  closely  acquainted.  He 
noticed  there  was  an  item  of  £1,000 
for  the  repair  of  the  stonework  of  the 
Houses  of  Parliament;  and  he  pre- 
sumed that  the  contractor  contracted  to 
do  the  work,  say  at  10^.  per  hour, 
and  that  he  gave  so  much  percentage 
off  for  the  privilege  of  having  the  work. 
The  result  of  all  this  must  be  that  the 
stonemasons  employed  about  the  building 
in  repairing  would  receive  id,  or  Id,  less 
per  hour  than  they  would  if  employed 
by  private  firms  on  other  work.  The 
charge  he  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  and  his  hon. 
Friends  made  was  that  by  this  system 
the  Government  was  in  reality  a  party 
to  the  '' sweating"  process,  because 
they  let  their  work  at  prices  and  under 
conditions  which  made  it  impossible  for 
a  contractor  to  pay  the  proper  wage, 
and  observe  the  proper  rules  of  the  re- 
spective trades.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Plunket)  had  said  that  it  was 
the  most  economical  plan  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  let  work  to  contractors. 
That  might  be  so,  and  might  be  a  means, 
of  relieving  the  Office  of  Works  of  a 
certain  amount  of  labour  and  of  some 
anxiety;  but  there  was  no  good  and 
sufficient  reason,  either  from  an  economi- 
cal point  of  view  or  from  any  other  point 
of  view,  why  the  Government  should  not 
do  its  own  work  in  the  matter  of  re- 
pairs. He- noticed  there  was  an  item  for 
the  Clerk  of  the  Works'  wages.  There 
was  a  Olerk  of  the  Works  attached  to 
the  Office  of  Works;  such  a  man  was 
the  general  supervisor  of  the  Govern- 
ment works,  and  all  that  was  required 
was  the  engagement  of  a  foreman  prac- 
tically acquainted  with  the  respective 
branches  of  repairs  to  be  done,  who 
would  purchase  the  material  wanted,  and 
then  the  Government  could  pay  the 
current  wages  to  the  workpeople.  Some 
little  labour  would  be  entailed  upon  the 
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Office  of  Works,  but  there  was  no  real  i 
difficulty  in  the  matter.  The  Goyern- 
ment  wore  charged  with  the  expenditure 
of  the  people's  money,  and  they  ought 
not,  when  engaging  people  to  do  a  work, 
to  be  parties  to  a  system  which  resulted 
in  the  reduction  of  the  wages  of  many 
skilled  artizans  engaged  in  the  different 
branches  of  the  work  to  the  extent  of  Id. 
or  IJrf.  per  hour.  This  was  the  point  ho 
was  sure  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Cremer) 
was  wishing  to  enforce,  and  it  was  a 
point  which  would  be  complained  of  Sv> 
long  as  work  on  Government  buildings 
was  compelled  to  be  done  at  a  lees  wage 
than  was  paid  in  the  trade  generally. 

Mr.  LABOUCIIEKE  (Northampton) 
said,  that,  no  doubt,  there  was  mucli  in 
what  his  hon.  Friend  the  l^lember  for 
West  Nottingham  (Mr.  Broadhuret)  had 
just  said  ;  but  he  did  not  think  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  quite  caught  the  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  ^fember  for  Shore- 
ditch  (Air  Oromer).  The  real  point  was 
that  the  Clerk  of  the  Works  engaged  a 
certain  number  of  men  employed  about 
the  Ilouse ;  but,  instead  of  engaging  all 
the  men,  he  obtained  a  few  througli  a 
contractor.  Ho  (Mr.  Labouchero)  did 
not  complain  of  the  contractor ;  tlic  con- 
tractor naturally  took  something  for  his 
labour,  and  this  came  out  of  the  wages 
of  the  men.  The  men  had  spoken  to 
him  (Mr.  Labouchero)  upon  this  subject, 
and  therefore  he  was  able  to  speak  de- 
finitely as  to  the  complaint  which  was 
made.  It  was  not  a  very  important 
point  to  anybody  except  the  men  them- 
selves ;  but  they  undoubtedly  felt  the 
grievance  very  keenly.  It  certainly  was 
only  reasonable  that  the  Clerk  of  the 
Works  should  engage  all  the  men  em- 

gloyed,  and  that  was  the  point  which 
is  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Cremer)  wished  to 
raise 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) said,  he  was  afraid  he  could  not 
add  much  to  the  argument  he  had 
already  submitted  to  the  Committee  ;  but 
he  must  point  out  that  the  remarks  of 
the  hon  Gentleman  the  Member  for  West 
Nottingham  (Mr.  Broadhurst)  went  to  the 
root  of  competition.  The  Government 
were  satisfied  that  it  would  be  far  more 
expensive  for  them  to  do  the  work  them- 
selves. For  instance,  directly  they  did  so 
they  would  have  applications  for  sick  leave 
and  for  pensions  which  would  assuredly 
be    made    under    such    circumstances. 

iff,  JBroadhunt 


Being  satisfied  that  that  wonll  be  a 
much  more  expensive  way  of  doing  the 
work  than  employing  a  contractor,  he 
repeated  that  they  had  no  option  but  to 
put  up  the  contract  to  competition. 
Having  satisfied  themselves,  as  they 
had  done,  that  the  firm  who  obtained 
the  contract  was  respectable  and  solvent 
they  must  leave  the  firm  to  deal  with  its 
own  employes.  It  was  quite  true  that 
some  men  were  employed  directly  by 
the  Office  of  Works  for  special  ser- 
vices; but  that  employment  was  re- 
stricted as  far  as  possible,  because  they 
were  satisfied  that  it  was  a  cheaper, 
and  a  more  economical,  and  a  better 
way  to  have  work  done  by  contractors. 
They  would  regret  exceedingly  if  the 
contractor  took  any  advantage  of  his 
workmen  and  screwed  down  their  wages 
improperly ;  but,  as  he  had  already  said, 
they  could  only  take  precautions  against 
such  a  condition  of  things  by  making 
contracts  with  respectable  firms.  Beyond 
that  he  was  afraid  they  could  not  go. 
If  there  were  any  unfair  conditions  in 
tho  employment  the  question  must  be 
settled  between  the  contractor  and  the 
people  employed. 

Siu  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London 
University)  said,  he  did  not  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Planket) 
had  even  now  answered  the  point  raised 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Shoreditch  (Mr.  Cremer).  He  was  much 
surprised  at  the  remark  of  the  hon.Mem* 
bor  for  Nottingham,  and  thought  theve 
was  no  doubt  that  work  could  be  done 
much  more  cheaply  by  contract  than  by 
the  Government ;  but  that  was  not  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
lie  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  did  not  wish  to 
press  for  a  further  answer  now ;  but  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not  pre- 
pared to  give  it,  perhaps  he  would  nn- 
dertake  to  look  into  the  matter,  and  go 
further  into  it  when  the  question  came 
again  before  the  House. 

Mr.  cremer  said,  he  was  afraid 
that  he  could  not  accept  such  a  Tagae 
promise  as  satisfactory,  because  some- 
thing more  than  a  hint  was  given  last 
year  that  this  matter  would  be  enquired 
into ;  and,  if  he  was  rightly  informed,  the 
contract  had  been  renewed  since  last 
year.  He  did  not  complain  of  tho  con- 
tractor. It  was  very  natural  theooa- 
tractor  should  seek  to  recoup  himialf 
by  making  reductions  in  the  wages ;  bat 
what  he  did  was  to  blame  tho  Ctovtn- 
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tnent  for  allowing  the  system  to  con- 
tinue. The  tendency  of  the  age  was  to 
get  lid  of  middlemen,  and  to  prevent 
working  men  having  deductions  made 
from  their  wages,  and  yet  they  had  the 
Government  countenancing  the  very 
system  which  had  been  condemned 
almost  universally,  not  only  among  the 
working  classes  of  this  country,  but  of 
every  other  country.  If  there  was  any 
advantage  in  the  employment  of  a  con- 
tractor the  system  should  be  adopted  all 
round.  He  did  not  see  why  they  should 
have  any  men  employed  upon  this  or 
any  other  Government  building  who 
were  engaged  through  contractors. 
Why  should  the  principle  be  confined  to 
the  poorer  class  of  working  men  ;  why 
should  it  not  extend  to  the  wealthier 
office  holders  ?  He  should  continue  to 
enter  his  protest  against  the  present 
•tate  of  things,  and  as  the  only  effectual 
way  of  doing  so  was  to  move  a  reduction 
he  was  afraid  he  must  persist  in  his 
Motion. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  apologized  for  not 
having  quite  caught  the  poiot  raised  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  question  was  raised  in  the  same 
way  last  year  as  now  ;  but  certainly  he 
would  undertake  to  inquire  into  the 
matter  and  see  how  it  really  stood,  and 
if  there  was  any  in  justice  to  have  it  put 
right. 

Mb.  CREMER  said,  he  had  such 
faith  in  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
sense  of  justice  that  he  would  accept  the 
pledge  given  to  the  Committee  and  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  witkdraum. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  that  before  the 
Amendment  was  proposed  certain  ques- 
tions were  asked  him  by  hon.  Members 
which  he  desired  to  reply  to  as  briefly 
as  he  could.  In  the  first  place,  the  old 
argument  was  glanced  at  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  what  was  called  the  restoration 
of  Westminster  Hall.  As  to  the  new 
buildings  which  had  been  built  outside 
Westminster  Hall  in  place  of  the  Law 
Courts,  if  ho  were  disposed  to  shelter 
himself  behind  the  authority  of  Parlia- 
ment, he  might  say  that  the  work  had 
been  done  as  the  result  of  the 
Beport  of  a  very  strong  Committee 
which  sat  in  1885 ;  and  the  Beport  of 
that  Committee,  after  being  criticized 
•ft  all   matters    of    Art  were  liable 


to  be  criticized,  was  finally  approved  by 
the  House.  He  was  asked  how  soon 
they  were  to  know  the  worst.  There 
was  no  worst  about  it.  He  was  very 
glad  to  know  that  hon.  Members  would 
very  soon  know  the  best  of  it,  because 
by  the  end  of  this  or  the  beginning  of 
next  year  the  work  would  be  completed. 
Speaking  for  himself  and  for  persons  of 
authoritv  whom  he  had  been  able  to 
consult,  he  should  say  that  the  result 
would  exceed  the  expectations  of 
those  who  were  in  favour  of  the 
plans  which  had  been  carried  out. 
He  believed  that  the  buildings  would 
be  a  very  stately  and  handsome  addition 
to  Westminster  Hall.  He  believed  they 
would  be  thoroughly  in  character  with 
the  old  Hall,  and  that  they  would,  as  a 
work  of  Art,  be  considered  on  all  hands 
to  be  a  great  success  and  triumph.  He 
might  mention  one  interesting  circum- 
stance as  illustrating  the  fidelity  with 
which  Mr.  Pearson  had  endeavoured  to 
restore  the  Hall  and  its  surroundings  to 
what  existed  formerly.  The  staircase  by 
which  it  was  proposed  that  access  should 
be  given  to  Ihe  new  buildings  from 
Westminster  Hall  was  greatly  criticized 
some  time  ago,  and  Questions  were 
asked  of  him  in  the  House  as  to 
whether  the  Government  were  going  to 
consent  to  such  a  disfigurement  of  the 
old  Hall  ?  The  answer  he  then  gave 
was  that  it  was  only  proposed  to  rein- 
state a  staircase  which  it  was  believed 
had  existed  in  the  old  Hall.  When  the 
workmen  in  the  course  of  their  labours 
proceeded  to  break  the  hole  through  the 
wall  to  make  the  access  from  the  Hall  to 
the  new  buildings,  they  absolutely  found 
the  opening  for  a  staircase  which  had 
been  filled  up.  He  believed  that  a  great 
deal  of  other  criticisms  urged  against  Mr. 
Pearson's  plan  would  fall  to  the  ground 
as  it  had  done  in  this  particular  instance. 
He  was  asked  some  practical  questions. 
For  instance,  he  was  asked  whether 
there  would  be  a  Committee  Boom  or 
anything  worth  having  at  all?  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  there  would  be  an  ex- 
tremely handsome  room  there,  a  very 
large  room  and  one  capable  of  accom- 
modating a  Grand  Committee.  He  had 
not  measured  it;  but  he  believed  it 
would  be  as  large  as  any  room  now  em- 
ployed for  the  purposes  of  Grand  Com- 
mittees. He  was  sure  that  when  th^ 
work  was  complete  it  would  be  found 
not  only  architecturally  a  great  sucoesa^ 
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but  would  add  a  largo  and  valuable 
space  to  thoir  overcrowded  premisos. 
The  hon.  Member  for  West  Aberdeen- 
shire (Dr.  Farquharson)  had  questioned 
him  about  the  frescoes.  He  was  afraid 
that  some  of  the  frescoes  were  unfortu- 
nately gone  past  redemption ;  but  he  had 
asked  an  officer  of  his  Department  to  go 
very  carefully  into  the  matter,  and  see 
what  was  still  capable  of  being  pre- 
served, and  to  estimate  the  expense  of 
the  preservation  if  it  was  possible.  Then 
came  the  most  vexed  of  all  questions, 
that  of  additional  accommodation  for 
smokers.  It  was  ono  with  which  he 
personally  felt  great  sympathy  ;  but  he 
could  only  say,  in  answer  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  White- 
haven (Mr  Cavendish  Bentinck),  that 
the  proposal  he  had  made  came  to  him 
for  the  first  time.  As  he  understood  the 
proposal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
it  was  that  glass  should  bo  placed  over 
the  Cloisters  outside,  or  rather  in  the 
square  along  the  sides  of  which  the 
Members'  Cloak  Eoom  runs.  lie  (Mr. 
Plunket)  would  find  out  what  the  ex- 
pense would  be,  and  he  would  also 
sound  the  opinion  of  the  House  gene- 
rally upon  the  subject;  but  he  was  in- 
clined to  think  that,  besides  being  very 
expensive,  judging  from  the  glass  cover- 
ing which  had  been  put  up  in  the  Mem- 
bers' Courtyard,  it  would  hardly  be  satis- 
factory uqIoss  they  covered  in  the  whole 
Courtyard  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
Member  with  glass.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Mid  Northamptonshire  (Mr.  C.  R. 
Spencer)  had  spoken  about  the  opening 
of  the  windows  so  as  to  avoid  the  draughts 
which  sometimes  descended  upon  Mem- 
bers, especially  those  who  sat  upon  the 
Front  Benches.  The  system  of  ventila- 
tion in  the  House  was  an  artificial  one  ; 
in  hot  weather  cold  air  was  sent  from 
underneath  the  fioor.  In  hot  weather 
it  was,  first  of  all,  passed  over  blocks 
of  ice  in  the  regions  below  ;  and  if 
Members  would  have  a  little  faith,  and 
if  the  windows  were  allowed  to  remain 
shut  altogether,  the  House  would  be 
found  much  cooler  than  if  they  wore 
open.  He  had,  however,  asked  for  a 
report  from  the  gentleman  charged  with 
the  ventilation  of  the  House. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
thought  there  was  a  great  deal  too  much 
artificial  air  in  the  House.  Certainly 
God's  air  was  preferable  to  the  air  arti- 
ficially created.  As  to  the  alterations  in 

Mr.  Plunket 


Westminster  Hall,  there  was  no  nse  in 
crying  over  spilt  inilk ;  the  money  voted 
was  gone.  He  was  glad,  however,  to 
hear  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that,  even  if  the  architeotnre  was  de- 
fective, they  were  to  have  one  Committee 
Boom.  He  could  not  help  thinking  that 
the  site  ought  to  have  been  used  for  the 
creation  of  a  number  of  large  Committee 
Booms ;  in  which  case  they  might  have 
had  the  physical  or  material  means  of 
dividing  the  House,  and  Westminster 
Hall  itself  might  have  been  turned  to 
great  account.  Situated,  as  it  would 
have  been  then,  between  the  House  of 
Commons  and  the  Committee  Booms, 
Westminster  Hall  might  veiy  properly 
have  been  regarded  as  a  centre  of  the 
political  life  of  the  nation. 

Mr.  LABOUCHEBE  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  the 
Member  for  Whitehaven  (Mr.  Caven- 
dish Bentinck)  that  the  facilities  for 
smoking  in  the  House  of  Commons 
were  quite  inadequate.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  proposed  that  they  shoald 
have  an  additional  Smoking  Boom 
below.  By  all  means  let  them  have  it^ 
but  also  let  them  have  a  fair  and  reason- 
able Smoking  Boom  on  this  floor.  That 
certainly  they  had  not  got  at  the  present 
moment.  The  Committee  would  remem- 
ber that  originally  they  had  a  Smoking 
Boom  which  was  still  used  for  Members 
and  Strangers  down  below.  They 
thought  it  would  be  desirable  to  have 
one  nearer  to  this  Chamber,  and  it  was 
proposed  that  they  should  be  given  the 
Tea  Boom.  The  Tea  Boom  would  have 
been  given  up  to  smoking  had  it  not  beea 
for  the  late  Mr.  Beresford  Hope,  who 
objected  to  the  conversion;  That  right 
hon.  Gentleman  said  he  sometimes  went 
into  the  Beading  Boom,  and  there  was 
such  respect  for  him  that  a  g^ood  deal  of 
attention  was  paid  to  his  objection,  and 
it  was  agreed  that  the  Tea  Boom  dhould 
not  be  touched.  Last  Session,  howeveft 
a  second  Smoking  Boom  was  obtained 
from  the  House  of  Lords.  The  House 
of  Lords  did  not  use  the  room,  and,  with 
a  spirit  which  he  could  only  respectfully 
qualify  as  a  ''  dog  in  the  manger" 
spirit,  the  House  of  Lords  had  deprived 
them  of  the  room  in  question,  and  now 
they  were  driven  back  to  the  temporary 
room  which  was  given  to  them  while 
some  other  arrangement  was  made. 
This,  he  thought,  ought  to  be  taken  into 
consideration  by  the  right  hon.  Gtontlii* 
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man  tho  First  Commissioner  of  Works 
(Mr.  Plunket).  Either  they  ought  to 
Lave  tli9  Tea  Room,  which  was  a  very 
large  room,  and  the  tea  people  sent  to 
the  present  Smoking  Room,  or  same 
other  arrangement  should  be  made.  He 
did  not  care  where  the  room  was  got, 
but  in  time  a  crushed  worm  would  turn. 
It  was  recognized  that  in  every  public 
assembly  smokers  had  their  rights.  He 
oould  assure  the  Chairman  that  if  they 
had  proper  Smoking  Room  accommoda- 
tion it  would  lead  very  much  to  the  peace 
and  quiet  of  the  House.  There  were  a 
great  many  Members  who  felt  soothed 
if,  during  a  debate,  they  could  indulge 
in  tobacco  smoking;  he  (Mr.Labouohere) 
always  returned  to  the  House  in  a 
calmer  and  more  agreeable  spirit  after 
a  cigar,  and  he  was  sure  there  were  a 
great  many  Members  in  the  same 
position  as  himself.  He  believed  that 
if  they  had  really  good  Smoking  Rooms 
attached  to  the  building  the  debates 
would  be  so  much  shortened  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the 
House  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  would  hardly 
ever  have  to  move  the  Closure.  Was  it 
not  perfectly  preposterous  that  they 
should  go  on  year  after  year  spending 
money  in  tinkering  up  this  Assembly, 
and  yet  that  there  should  be  only  room 
for  about  one-third  of  the  Members  ?  It 
had  been  suggested  that  there  should  be 
a  new  Chamber;  Committees  had  sat 
upon  the  subject.  He  had  looked  over 
the  Reports  of  the  Committees ;  but  he 
had  not  found  that  any  single  architect 
had  ever  suggested  a  plan  by  which 
every  Member  should  have  a  seat  on  the 
floor  of  the  House.  The  House  had 
changed  very  much  of  late  years ;  Mem- 
bers attended  to  the  Business  far  more 
than  they  formerly  did,  and  now  that 
the  hours  were  shortened  they  would 
attend  even  more  regularly.  At  present, 
when  there  was  a  great  debate  expected, 
there  was  groat  hurrying  and  scurrying 
on  the  part  of  private  Members  to 
obtain  seats.  Private  Members  got  no 
sympathy  whatever  from  the  occupants 
of  either  of  the  Front  Benches.  Those 
Gentlemen  had  their  seats  reserved 
for  them  ;  they  did  not  come  down 
to  prayers.  He  had  to  come  down 
to  prayers  every  day.  It  might  be 
said  that  it  was  a  good  thing  to 
pray  ;  but  none  of  the  Ministers  and  ex- 
Ministers  ever  thought  of  attending 
prayers.    [Mr.  Muiydslla:   Oh,    oh!] 


He  did  not  think  there  was  a  single 
Member  of  either  of  the  Front  Benches 
who  attended  prayers.  [  Mr.  Mundella  : 
Oh,  oh!]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
evidently  did  pray,  but  he  was  the  only 
Member  of  the  Front  Bench  who  did. 
No  Ministers  ever  came  down  to  prayers. 
[Mr.  MuNDELLA :  Yes ;  they  do.]  As  a 
matter  of  fact,  how  many  times  in  the 
course  of  the  Session  did  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  come  down  to  pray  ? 
He  had  not  had  the  advantage  of  pray- 
ing with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
He  appealed  to  any  private  Member  of 
tho  House  whether  it  was  not  a  fact  that 
during  prayers  the  two  Front  Benches 
were  entirely  empty?  He  only  said 
that  to  prove  that  Members  were  obliged 
to  come  down  to  prayers  solely  in  order 
to  obtain  a  seat.  At  present  the  House 
met  at  3  o'clock,  an  hour  earlier  than 
formerly  ;  many  Members  were  engaged 
in  business,  and  often,  if  they  knew  they 
would  be  able  to  get  a  seat,  they  would 
not  come  down,  say,  till  half- past  4, 
when  Business  would  be  practically 
uuder  weigh.  The  obligation  imposed 
upon  a  Member  to  come  down  at  3 
o'clock  greatly  encroached  upon  his 
business  day.  With  all  respect  to  the 
architects,  he  asserted  that  there  was 
nothing  easier  than  to  make  a  Chamber, 
not  much  larger  than  the  present 
Chamber,  which  would  give  a  place  to 
everyone.  Architects  were  the  bane  of 
business  assemblies.  He  admired  the 
late  Mr.  Ayrton  for  many  things ;  but  he 
admired  his  Post  Office  more  than  any- 
thing else.  When  he  built  the  Post 
Office,  he  called  together  a  number  of 
architects  and  other  people,  men  of 
science  and  of  {esthetic  tastes,  and  he 
said — **you  have  Greek  architecture, 
and  Roman  architecture,  and  Gothic 
architecture ;  but  this  is  neither 
Greek,  nor  Roman,  nor  Gothic — this 
is  the  Post  Office,  and  this  is 
Post  Office  architecture."  If  they 
could  only  get  House  of  Commons' 
architecture  applied  to  the  House, 
he  (Mr.  Labouchere)  was  certain  that, 
without  making  the  House  very  much 
larger,  without  destroying  its  acoustic 
properties,  they  could  make  it  sufficiently 
large  to  give  every  Member  a  seat.  He 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Plunket)  whether  he  was  prepared  to 
agree  to  a  Committee  to  look  into  the 
matter  ?  The  question  was  one  which 
concerned  a  great  number  of  Members, 


535 


Supply^  Civil  [  COMMONS ) 


^erviee  idimatit. 


58< 


and  thoy  were  anxious  to  have  the 
inattor  disoiissod,  and  know  clearly  and 
definitol}',  firstly,  whether  it  was  possible 
to  make  a  House,  as  ho  asserted,  not 
very  much  larger  than  the  present  one, 
capable  of  accommodating  all  the  Mem- 
bers ;  and,  secondly,  whether  it  would 
bo  possible  to  do  this  without  very  much 
expenditure  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  that  ho  should 
be  very  glad  to  promote,  as  far  as  he 
could,  the  comfort  of  the  smokers.  It 
must  be  borne  in  mind,  however,  that 
the  Committee  Room  which  they  had 
last  year  did  not  belong  to  the  House  of 
Commons  at  all,  but  to  the  House  of 
Lords.  It  was  clearly  understood  last 
year  that  the  Committee  Room  was  only 
a  loan  to  them  ;  the  House  of  Lords  very 
willingly  gave  them  the  use  of  the  room, 
because  it  was  not  wanted  for  Com- 
mittee purposes.  The  use  of  the  room 
by  smokers  depended  very  much  on  the 
state  of  the  Committee  Business  of  the 
House  of  Lords,  and  he  would  make 
inquiiies  whether  it  was  possible  to  have 
the  advantao^e  of  the  Committee  Room 
again  as  a  Smoking  Room. 
^  Mil.  MUNDELLA.  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
pide) :  Has  it  ever  been  used  as  a  Com- 
mittee Room  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  it  had  been  so 
used  ordinarily ;  it  would  bo  quite  im- 
possible for  the  Committee  Business  of 
the  Hou?e  of  Lords  to  be  carried  on 
without  the  room  being  in  almost  con- 
stant employment ;  but  last  year  there 
was  not  much  Business  for  the  Commit- 
tees of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  they 
were  able  to  let  the  House  of  Commons 
have  the  use  of  the  room.  He  would 
renew  the  application  for  the  room  this 
year,  and  he  was  quite  sure  the  House 
of  Lords  would  meet  them  fairly 
in  the  matter.  As  to  the  recon- 
Ktruction  of  the  Chamber  in  which 
they  sat,  he  certainly  could  not  give  the 
pledge  the  hon.  Member  for  Northamp- 
ton (Mr.  Labouchere)  asked  for.  lie 
did  not  wish  to  prejudice  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's proposal  by  expressing  an 
opinion  adverse  to  it ;  but  the  proposal 
ought  to  be  made  after  Notice,  and  to 
be  decided  by  a  full  House.  It  was  a 
very  serious  proposal,  and  would  in- 
volve the  expenditure  of  a  considerable 
sum  of  money.  Still,  he  did  not  desire 
to  prejudge  the  question  at  all.  If  the 
hon.   Member  would  place  it  on  the 
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Notice  Paper,  the  whole  matter  might 
be  thoroughly  discussed. 

^[r.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  that  an  hon.  Friend  had 
assured  him  that  the  House  could  l)e 
made  equal  to  all  the  demands  upon  it 
by  such  a  small  change  as  muying  it 
back  20  feet  on  the  Ministerial  tide. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  preseDt 
state  of  affairs  was  very  inconvenient. 
A  good  many  business  men  found  it  im- 
possible to  be  down  at  3  o'clock  in  the 
day,  and  it  was  rather  absurd  to  bring 
men  down  at  such  an  early  hour  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  a  seat.  He 
desired  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
(Mr.  Plunket)  what  had  been  done  in 
regard  to  the  matter  to  which  he  called 
attention  some  time  ago^tho  matter  of 
intercommunication  between  different 
parts  of  the  House  ?  He  had  often 
pointed  out  the  extraordinary  fact  that 
one  could  learn  in  an  office  in  Fleet 
Street  more  of  what  was  going  on  in 
the  House  of  Commons  than  he  oould 
in  the  Smoking  Room,  or  in  the  Library 
of  the  House  itself.  If  one  was  in  the 
Smoking  Room,  a  place  which  he  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  rarely  frequented,  he 
was  absolutely  ignorant  as  to  what  was 
going  on  in  the  House ;  but  if  he  were 
in  The  Timet  or  The  Standard  office  in 
the  City,  he  could,  by  putting  his  ear  to 
the  telephone,  know  what  was  going  on 
in  the  House.  There  were  many  ways 
by  which  that  state  of  things  could  be 
remedied.  The  right  hon.  Gentloman 
(Mr.  Plunket)  gave  an  undertaking  some 
time  ago  that  he  would  look  into  the 
matter,  and  had  since  led  them  to  believe 
that  he  had  succeeded  in  devising  a  plan. 
If  he  had,  the  result  had  not  been  seen. 
Could  there  be  any  arrangement  made 
by  which  the  telephone  would  be  a  little 
more  accessible  to  Members  than  it  was 
at  present  ?  He  could  not  see  why  the 
telephone  should  not  be  brought  up  to 
someplace  in  the  Lobby,  instead  of  being 
located  opposite  the  Cloak  Room.  There 
was  another  point  he  desired  to  raise^ 
and  it  was  witii  reference  to  the  accom- 
modation of  the  Press  in  the  House.  At 
present,  if  a  new  newspaper  was  started 
it  was  impossible  for  its  representative 
either  to  find  a  place  in  the  Beportem' 
Qallery  or  to  gain  admission  to  the 
Lobby.  Everybody  knew  that  the  public 
took  a  great  deal  of  interest  in  the 
affairs  of  the  House  of  Commons,  which, 
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to  a  oertain  extent,  was  the  nerve  centre 
of  all  political  affairs  in  the  country. 
The  present  system  was  this — that  one 
could  not  now  get  into  the  Reporters* 
Gallery  because  it  was  full,  and  he  could 
not  get  into  the  Lobby  because  ho  could 
not  get  into  the  Reporters*  Gallery.  No 
one  was  allowed  to  have  a  ticket  for  the 
Lobby  who  had  not  a  ticket  for  the 
Reporters'  Gallery.  On  a  previous 
occasion  he  had  mentioned  the  case  of 
The  Scottish  Leader^  but  he  believed  that 
that  had  been  remedied  since.  The 
Scottish  Leader  wanted  to  get  a  place  in 
the  Gallery,  but  the  paper  was  told  that 
the  Gallery  was  full.  Then  the  paper 
said — "Will  you  let  our  representative 
into  the  Lobby  in  order  that  he  may  bo 
able  to  confer  with  Scottish  Members  ?  " 
The  reply  given  was  that  the  represen- 
tative of  The  Scottish  Leader  could 
not  get  admission  into  the  Lobby  for 
the  reason  that  no  one  was  allowed  in 
the  Lobby  who  had  not  a  ticket  for  the 
Reporters'  Gallery.  That  newspaper 
was  placed  at  a  considerable  disadvan- 
tage as  compared  with  other  newspapers 
by  such  a  regulation.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  make 
representations  to  the  proper  quarters 
in  order  to  have  that  state  of  thiogs 
remedied.  The  Reporters'  Gallery  was 
far  too  small,  and  ought  to  be  enlarged 
as  well  as  the  House  itself.     He  was 

flad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not 
ecidedly  negatived  the  proposal  of  the 
senior  Member  for  Northampton  (Mr. 
Labouchere) ;  because^it  really  did  seem 
aloioat  too  grotesque  that,  year  after 
year,  they  should  all  agree  that  the 
House  was  too  small  for  tho  accommoda- 
tion of  its  Members,  aud  yet  that  they 
should  do  nothing  to  remedy  the  evil. 
That  was  tho  one  Legislative  Assembly 
in  the  world  that  had  not  accommoda- 
tion for  all  its  Members.  If  they  went 
to  the  House  of  Representatives  at 
Washington  they  found  that  every 
Member  had  his  own  desk ;  the  seats 
were  given  out  at  the  beginning  of  the 
year,  and  were  allotted  by  ballot.  The 
some  thing  occurred  in  the  State  Legis- 
latures of  every  American  State ;  even 
in  the  small  State  of  Connecticut  the 
same  state  of  things  prevailed  in  both 
tho  Senate  and  the  House  of  Represen- 
tatives. He  was  bound  to  say  he  would 
not  like  to  see  the  American  plan  adopted 
here,  because  the  provision  of  desks 
enabling  Members  to  write  was  destruc- 


tive of  proper  attention  to  the  Business 
of  the  House.  He  thought  that  in  some 
respects  they  had  an  ideal  system  here 
in  having  Afembers  seated  beside  each 
other  with  no  place  to  put  their  papers, 
and  no  place  at  which  to  write.  But 
between  that  and  having  seat  accommo- 
dation for  eveiy  Member  of  the  House 
there  was  a  very  great  difference.  He 
had  often  said  that  he  did  not  know  any 
place  in  the  world  where  the  means  of 
communication  between  the  different 
parts  were  so  bad  as  they  were  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Formerly,  if  a 
Member  wanted  to  go  to  the  Ladies' 
Gallery  he  was  allowed  to  do  so  by  the 
door  at  the  back  of  the  House.  That, 
however,  had  now  been  done  away  with. 
He  presumed  that  the  Whips  complained 
that  Members  were  able  to  escape  their 
vigilant  eye  by  means  of  the  back  door  ; 
but  if  there  was  no  objection  now  on  the 
part  of  the  Whips,  ho  thought  it  would 
be  advantageous  to  revert  to  the  old 
plan,  because  one  could  then  get  to  the 
Ladies'  Gallery  in  about  half  thd  time 
he  now  could. 

Mr.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) 
said,  he  did  not  think  that  Members 
were  agreed  that  the  House  wa<s  too 
small.  On  the  contrary,  as  far  as  ex- 
perience went,  the  House  was  a  very 
convenient  size  for  the  transaction  of  its 
ordinary  Business.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  Scotland  Divi- 
sion of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor) 
had  alluded  to  other  Legislative  Assem- 
blies. He  (Mr.  Addison)  was  acquainted 
with  the  French  Legislative  Assembly. 
There  every  Member  had  a  seat  and  a 
de>k,  and,  besides  that,  there  was  a 
tribune  which  a  Member  must  mount 
who  desired  to  make  a  speech.  The  ex- 
perience of  such  Assemblies  would  make 
one  very  sorry  to  introduce  such  a  sjstem 
here.  First  of  all,  they  must  recollect 
that  they  did  Business  in  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  that  in  most  of  the  As- 
semblies in  which  desks  were  provided 
the  Business  was  done  in  Bureaus  or  in 
Committees.  There  would  be  this  great 
inconvenience  attached  to  every  Member 
having  his  own  place — a  Member  would 
have  the  same  place  throughout  the 
entire  Session ;  one  would  always  be  next 
to  the  same  Member,  and,  instead  of 
having  the  elasticity  and  the  social  feel- 
ing which  at  present  prevailed,  they 
would  have  a  Member  always  sitting 
next  to  another  Member  whose  company 
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ho  might  not  always  prefer.  Thero  j 
would  be  a  tendency  to  break  up  the 
House  into  cliques  and  sections,  and  to 
do  away  with  that  freedom  and  comfort 
which,  so  far  as  his  observation  went, 
they  enjoyed  at  present  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  Ho  did  not  think  that  any 
individual  Member  had  over  suffered  any 
serious  inconvenience  from  the  arrango* 
monts  as  at  present.  Then  it  was  sug- 
gested that  the  moans  of  intercom- 
munication between  the  different  parts 
of  the  House  should  be  increased. 
That,  ho  thought,  would  load  to  serious 
inconveuienco  ;  Members  who  now 
wanted  to  know  what  was  going  on  had 
the  advantage  of  coming  to  the  House 
and  listening  to  tho  discussions.  They 
all  knew  that  what  they  heard  had 
more  effect  upon  them  than  what  they 
read.  If  from  time  to  time  Members 
could  learn  what  was  transpiring,  they 
would  not  come  into  the  House  at  all, 
and  that  would  not  be  as  convenient  as 
the  present  system.  No  doubt,  it  was 
very  proper  that  if  Members  were  in 
Pall  Mali  or  in  Fleet  Street  they  should 
be  able  to  know  what  was  going  on  in 
the  House ;  but  it  was  very  different  if 
a  Member  was  in  the  Lobby  or  the 
Library.  It  would  bo  much  moro 
pleasant,  and  even  convenient,  for  a 
Member  to  come  in  and  listen  to  the 
living  voice  than  to  road  a  summary  of 
a  speech. 

Dr.  FARQUHARSON  said,  he 
thought  it  was  vory  important  that  every 
Member  should  have  a  seat,  but  it  was 
of  equal  importance  that  every  Mem- 
ber should  havo  a  locker.  He  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works,  if  he  could  not  make 
arrangements  by  which  each  Member 
should  have  a  locker  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  that  not  long 
ago  a  considerable  addition  had  been 
made  to  the  number  of  lockers,  and  he 
was  not  aware  that  any  further  demand 
had  been  made  for  them.  The  com- 
plaint of  tho  hon.  Member  came  to  him 
for  tho  first  time.  With  regard  to  the 
matter  of  intercommunication,  it  was 
quite  true,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  Scotland  Division  of 
Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  said, 
that  the  question  was  raised  last  year, 
and  that  he  (Mr.  Plunket)  undertook  to 
go  into  it.  He  had  dono  so,  and  he  had 
devised  a  plan  by  which  an  additional 
amount  of  information  could  be  given  to 
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those  outside  the  House  who  were 
desirous  of  knowing  what  was  going  on. 
What  he  suggested  was  an  arrange- 
ment which  would  announce  who  was 
the  last  speaker,  and  that  by  some 
signal  there  should  be  an  intimation 
when  there  had  been  a  change.  There 
was,  however,  some  difference  of  opinion 
as  to  the  desirability  of  establishing  such 
communication,  and  until  there  was  a  de- 
cided balance  of  opinion  in  favour  he  was 
afraid  it  would  be  difficult  for  him  to 
secure  the  sanction  of  the  Treasury  to 
the  adoption  of  the  plan  he  had  devised. 
The  proposal  to  have  the  telephone  in 
some  more  convenient  part  of  tne  House 
was  suggested  also  for  the  first  time, 
and  he  should  not  like  to  express  any 
opinion  on  the  subject  until  he  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  considering  the  mat- 
tor.  He  assured  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  had  done  all  he  could  to  pro- 
mote the  convenience  of  tho  members  of 
the  Press  so  far  as  the  limited  spaceW 
the  House  would  allow.  Not  long  ago 
the  Gallery  had  been  considerably  ex- 
tended, and  any  further  extension  of  it 
would  certainly  infringe  on  the  limited 
space  at  the  disposal  of  Members. 
While  the  House  remained  as  at  present, 
he  feared  it  would  not  bo  possible  to 
hold  out  any  hope  of  extended  accom- 
modation, which  he  would  very  gladly 
offer  if  he  could. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  saw 
the  difficulty  in  whioh  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  placed,  and  he  did  not 
wish  to  be  unreasonable.  He  thought, 
however,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
might  reconsider  the  question  of  admis- 
sion to  the  Lobby,  if  that  were  in 
his  Department.  [Mr.  Plttitket  dis- 
sented.} If  that  was  not  in  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman's  Department,  he  would 
not  press  the  matter  now.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  intercommunication, 
he  thought  it  would  be  woU  if  the  right 
hon.  Gontloman  would  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  providing  one  of  the  Ex- 
change Telegraph  instruments.  They 
cost  £7  or  £8  a-year,  and,  as  a  tentative 
arrangement,  one  might  bo  placed  in  the 
Smoking  Boom.  The  instruments  niade 
a  certain  amount  of  noise,  not  veiy 
great,  that  might  be  objected  to.  If  it 
were,  he  certainly  would  not  suggest 
its  continuance.  A  fair  summary  was 
given  of  what  took  place  almost  as  soon 
as  the  speaker  had  nttered  the  sentence. 
It  was  absurd  that  at  the  present  moment 
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the  only  means  a  Member  had  of  know- 
ing what  was  going  on  was  to  go  to  tho 
Smoking  Boom,  in  whieh  a  summary  was 
kept  by  a  gentleman  there  of  what 
transpired.  The  Exchange  Company's 
instruments  gave  out  a  tape,  and  there 
was  a  fair  summary,  not  too  full,  of  what 
was  going  on,  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man might,  perhaps,  be  able  to  see  his 
way  to  adopt  the  suggestion  he  had 
made,  which  would  not  entail  any  great 
expenditure  of  money. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
(5.)  £2,200,  Gordon  Monument. 

(6.)  £110,629,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Public  Buildings,  Great  Britain. 

(7.)  £12,980,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Furniture  of  Public  Offices,  Great 
Britain. 

Mb.  HANBURY  (Preston)  said,  al- 
though he  confessed  that  the  amount  of 
the  Vote  was  not  large,  still  it  was  just 
through  such  small  leakages  as  this  that 
the  public  money  ran  away.  He  did 
not  understand  upon  what  principle  the 
Board  of  Works  managed  the  supply  of 
furniture  to  certain  Departments.  It 
appeared  that  some  Departments  were 
supplied  from  the  Board  of  Works,  and 
that  others  were  supplied  by  the  ordinary 
trade  contractors.  But  he  believed  it 
would  be  much  better  for  the  public 
interest  to  have  a  uniform  system  which 
would  throw  all  the  Departments  under 
one  Office  so  far  as  the  supply  of  furni- 
ture was  concerned,  and  that  the  system 
should  be  more  economically  managed 
than  was  the  case  at  the  present  moment. 
It  must  be  plain  to  everyone  that  there 
was  a  fair  opportunity,  to  say  the  least 
of  it,  for  a  good  deal  of  waste  in  the 
matter  of  the  supply  of  furniture  under 
the  present  arrangements.  He  would 
have  thought  that,  having  regard  to  the 
laree  Vote  every  year  for  furniture  for 
Public  Departments,  the  estimated  re- 
ceipts would  have  been  more  than  was 
stated.  He  saw  that  tho  estimated  re- 
ceipts for  this  year  amounted  only  to 
£100.  It  was  difficult  to  understand 
how  so  small  a  sum  was  shown,  and  he 
would  like  to  know  what  became  of  the 
large  quantity  of  furniture  supplied  to 
Public  Departments,  which  should  cer- 
tainly be  represented  by  a  larger  amount 
of  receipts.  Then,  with  regard  to  the 
question  of  contracts  for  the  supply  of 
fomiture   to  Public  Departments,  his 


experience  was  that  the  whole  system  of 
Government  contracts  required  to  bo 
thoroughly  looked  into.  He  had  one  or 
two  plain  questions  to  ask  upon  this 
subject.  In  the  first  place,  how  were 
these  contracts  given  out  ?  Were  they 
thrown  open  to  public  competition ;  and, 
if  not,  were  they  thrown  open  to  limited 
competition,  and  again,  if  that  was  not 
so,  were  they  given  without  any  com- 
petition at  all  ?  Then  he  asked  whether 
these  contracts  were  given  out  every 
year,  and  for  how  long  contractors  were 
appointed  to  supply  the  Public  Depart- 
ments; and  he  would  also  be  glad  to 
know  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  one 
firm  alone  contracted  for  the  furniture 
supplied  for  nearly  the  whole  of  the 
Public  Departments?  He  hoped  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  be  able 
to  give  the  Oommittee  some  information 
on  these  subjects. 

Mb.  CAVENDISH  BENTINOK 
(Whitehaven)  said,  that  on  page  23 
there  was  a  charge  for  the  Chapter 
House,  Westminster,  including  police. 
He  asked  his  right  hon.  Friend  whether 
or  not  the  Government  had  the  right  to 
exercise  any  power  whatever  with  regard 
to  the  admission  of  the  public  to  the 
Chapter  House  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  observations 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  are  ap- 
plicable to  Vote  6,  and  not  to  the  pre- 
sent  V  ote 

The  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  op 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity)  said,  with  regard  to  the  ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Preston 
(Mr.  Hanbury)  as  to  the  small  amount 
of  the  receipts  for  old  furniture,  that 
the  reason  why  the  amount  was  so  small 
was  because  the  practice  was  to  employ 
workmen  to  repair  damaged  furniture 
as  long  as  it  was  worth  anything  at  all. 
When,  therefore,  the  final  repairs  were 
made  the  furniture  was  practically  of 
little  use  to  anyone,  and  the  value  which 
was  obtained  and  shown  in  the  receipts 
was  as  much  as  the  furniture  was  then 
worth.  With  regard  to  the  contracts, 
these  were  made  for  three  years  at  a 
time,  because  in  that  way  the  Depart- 
ment was  able  to  make  better  terms 
with  the  contractors.  The  contracts 
were  open  to  competition,  but,  up  to  the 
present  time,  to  limited  competition,  be- 
cause it  had  been  found  by  experience 
that  those  persons  who  made  the  lowest 
tender  did  not  always  supply  the  best 
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furniture,  which  waa,  of  course,  a  very 
important  consideration.  The  Depart- 
ment exercised  a  certain  discretion  in 
invitiuj2^  competition  from  a  larjjo  num- 
ber of  persons;  the  contracts  were 
decided  by  competition  amongst  the 
best  firms  in  London,  but  not  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  admit  of  an^'thing  like  a 
ring  being  formed. 

Mr.  IIANBURY  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  not  answered  his  ques- 
tion as  to  why  certain  Departments  were 
supplied  by  the  Board  of  Works  and 
others  wore  not  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  there  were  only 
two  Departments  which  were  an  excep- 
tion to  the  rule — namely,  the  Science 
and  Art  Department  and  the  British 
Museum.  The  hon.  Gentleman  wouUl 
understand  that  the  reason  why  the  fur- 
niture for  these  Departments  was  jjlaced 
in  a  separate  Estimate  was  b&cause 
they  might  require  some  psculiar  fit- 
tings, which  wore  left  to  them  to  be 
executed  in  the  manner  considered  to 
be  most  suitable.  These  tv70  Depart- 
ments, he  believed,  were  the  only  ex- 
ceptions, all  tho  others  being  supplied 
in  the  way  he  had  explained, 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  he  could  bear  testimony  to 
the  difficulty  which  every  Minister  had 
in  obtaining  a  supply  of  furniture  from 
the  Board  of  Works  for  his  OfHco ;  and 
there  could  be  no  doubt  whatever  that 
it  was  the  desire  of  the  Department  to 
be  as  economical  as  possible  in  this 
matter.  At  the  same  time,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  articles  furnished, 
although  very  costly,  were  of  a  poor 
character ;  and  he  was  afraid  that  tho 
contracts  wore  not  made  in  tho  very  best 
possible  manner.  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  and  anyone  acquainted  with  the 
furnishing  of  Public  Departments,  would 
know  how  much  more  sensible  a  plan  it 
would  be  if  contracts  were  made  with  a 
good  manufacturing  firm  to  supply  sound 
and  substantial  articles ;  because  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  there  would  be 
great  economical  advantage  to  the  Pub- 
lic Service  in  having  goods  of  the  best 
quality.  There  was,  for  instance,  an 
item  of  £3,700  for  household  articles,  for 
cleaning  purposes,  &c. ;  and  surely  such 
things  as  these  could  bo  contracted  for 
with  the  manufacturers,  and  sometiiing 
like  uniformity  of  kind  and  quality  ob- 
tained. He  did  not  accuso  the  Department 
of  any  extravagance;  on  tho  contrary, 

Mr,  Plunket 


as  he  had  gaid,  it  was  with  the  g^atest 
possible  difficulty  that  the  smallest  arti- 
cles of  furniture  oould  be  obtained  f rooi 
the  Board  of  Works,  and  when  they 
were  obtained  they  were  of  such  a 
quality  that  no  private  person  would 
purchase  with  a  view  to  economy.  He 
thought  that  much  good  might  be  clone 
if  the  Government  invited  tenders  from 
manufacturers,  and  took  steps  to  insure 
that  tho  articles  supplied  wore  of  first- 
class  make. 

Mr.  GREMER  (Shoreditch,  Hagger- 
ston)  said,  he  would  like  to  know  what 
steps  wore  taken  to  insure  the  hondjide 
nature  of  the  contracts  ?  He  asked 
whother,  when  furniture  was  reqnired, 
advertisements  were  inserted  in  the  pub- 
lic Press  inviting  furnishing  houses  to 
send  in  tenders,  and  on  what  principle 
those  teudors  were  entertained  by  the 
Board  of  Works — that  was  to  say, 
whether  it  was  the  rule  in  the 
Office  invariably  to  accept  the  lowest 
tender  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
stated  that  every  effort  was  made 
to  prevent  a  ring  being  formed.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  steps  of  that  kind 
were  taken  in  the  Office  ;  but  he  would 
point  out  that,  unless  thetender  was  aa 
open  one,  it  would  be  very  difficult  to 
provent  the  formation  of  the  rings  to 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
alluded,  because  under  tho  present  sys- 
tem two  or  three  or  more  houses  could 
very  easily  form  themselves  into  a  ring 
without  the  knowledge  of  the  Oovern- 
ment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
referred  to  the  fact  that  the  Govern- 
ment had  their  own  workshops  in  which 
men  were  employed  in  repairing  furni- 
ture. That  was  the  first  time  this  cir- 
cumstance had  come  to  his  knowledge, 
and  he  would  ask  the  right  hon.  GenUe- 
man  where  the  workshops  wore  situated, 
and  also  what  was  the  number  of  men 
engaged  in  them  ?  He  also  asked  whe- 
ther tho  men  wero  engaged  by  the 
Department,  or  were  supplied  by  a  con- 
tractor, as  was  done  in  the  oaso  of  the 
IIousos  of  Parliament  ?  If  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  undertake  to 
supply  this  information  he  believed  that 
the  Committee,  as  well  as  the  taxpayers 
outside,  would  be  grateful. 

Mr.  ADDIiSON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) 
said,  he  thought  the  Government  would 
behave  in  an  unbusinesslike  spirit  if 
they  wero  to  accept  the  suggestion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member. 
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for  Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella).  This 
Vote,  although  a  small  one,  involved  a 
very  important  principle,  and  he  sub- 
mitted that  the  adoption  of  the  proposal 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  cause 
great  discontent  among  the  traders  and 
dealers  of  the  Metropolis  who  had  to 
pay  heavy  rates.  Ho  believed  that  it 
would  not  bo  considered  a  fair  act  on  the 
part  of  any  Government  who  from  an 
economical  point  of  view  went  behind 
the  backs  of  those  traders  and  dealt 
directly  with  the  manufacturers.  How- 
ever much  they  might  desire  economy  in 
that  House,  he  hoped  the  Government 
would  deal  with  those  houses  who  had 
a  business  reputation,  and  not  pass  them 
by  in  the  manner  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  suggested.  With  regard 
to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Shoreditch  (Mr.  Cremer)  it  would  be 
surely  inconvenient  if  these  tenders  were 
open  to  every  trader  in  the  Metropolis, 
because  there  would  be  so  many  com- 
petitors, and  amongst  them  would  be 
a  number  who  had  not  any  standing  in 
the  trade  and  who  might  be  tempted  to 
offer  to  supply  at  a  low  price  goods  that 
would  turn  out  to  bo  of  very  inferior 
quality.  Probably,  in  no  case  was  quality 
the  test  of  economy  more  than  in  that 
of  the  purchase  of  furniture.  Surely 
the  fair  course  to  adopt  was  what  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  explained  to 
be  the  practice  in  his  Department — 
namely,  to  select  those  retail  houses  who 
had  a  position  in  the  trade  for  the  pur- 
pose of  these  competitions,  and  certainly 
he  protested  against  the  unbusinesslike 
— he  would  not  say  shabby — suggestion 
that  the  Government  should  pass  by 
traders  in  the  Metropolis  who  paid  large 
sums  in  rates  and  taxes. 

Mr.  MUNDELLAl  said,  he  was  afraid 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken  was  not  very  well  acquainted 
with  the  method  of  business  adopted  by 
the  Government,  when  he  recommended 
that  they  should  go  to  retail  shops  ;  be- 
cause as  a  matter  of  fact  every  Spending 
Department  of  the  Government  went  to 
the  best  market  for  the  best  article  they 
could  obtain,  and  they  had  nothing 
whatever  to  do  with  the  question  whether 
the  contractors  paid  rates  and  taxes. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  might  as  well  re- 
commend the  Clothing  Department  of 
the  Army  to  buy  their  cloth  in 
Piooadilly,  or  recommend  the  War 
Office    to    buy   their  steel  of  private 
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persons  rather  than  in  the  Sheffield  Mar- 
ket. It  was  the  duty  of  the  Government 
to  buy  their  goods  on  the  best  terms 
wherever  they  could  obtain  them,  and 
they  had  no  right  to  take  any  other 
course 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  he  was  somewhat  surprised  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Addi- 
son), who  had  not  even  the  excuse  of 
being  a  Metropolitan  Member,  should 
recommend  them  to  buy  their  carpets 
from  dealers  in  order  to  make  business 
for  the  traders  in  London.  That,  how- 
ever, was  not  the  principle  on  which  the 
House  of  Commons  acted.  The  correct 
course  was  to  go  into  the  market,  invito 
tenders,  select  those  which  offer  the 
best  price  and  quality,  and  then  if  the 
goods  were  equal  to  the  sample  accept 
them,  and  refuse  them  if  they  were  not 
80.  He  protested  against  this  monstrous 
theory  of  going  to  the  London  traders 
and  pay  extra  because  otherwise  they 
would  be  offended.  The  House  of 
Commons  did  not  care  one  farthing 
whether  they  were  offended  or  not. 

Mr.  HAN  bury  said,  he  hoped  that 
the  Government  would  be  able  to  say 
that  they  carried  out  the  rule  of  dealing 
only  with  manufacturers,  and  not  with 
retail  firms,  because,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
had  pointed  out,  this  in  the  first  place 
insured  that  the  goods  would  be  a  great 
deal  better,  and  in  the  next  place  a 
great  deal  cheaper.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Flunket)  had  told  the 
Committee  that  these  contracts  were  open 
only  to  limited  competition.  He  (Mr. 
Hanbury)  thought  that  the  House 
should  be  very  chary  in  listening  to  any 
Minister  who  said  that  Government 
contracts  were  dealt  with  on  that  prin- 
ciple. He  was  sure  that  a  great  deal 
of  favouritism  was  shown  in  every  Go- 
vernment Department  by  the  system  of 
limited  contracts,  and  he  contended  that 
they  should  be  thrown  open  to  public 
competition,  and  that  the  public  should 
know  more  about  them  than  they  did  at 
the  present  moment.  Under  that  system 
it  would  be  perfectly  practicable  to 
check  undue  competition.  Under  the 
system  of  limited  competition  it  was  im- 
possible to  know  who  were  the  con- 
tractors on  the  list,  and  it  was  quite 
probable  that  some  firms  never  sent 
into  the  Government  Departments  any 
contract  at  all.     He  maintained  that  the 
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whole  fljstem  of  contracts  in  thoso 
Uopartmcnts  required  to  be  thoroughly 
looked  into,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  an 
assurance  that  the  limited  compotition 
system  would  bo  put  an  end  to,  and  tlio 
whole  business  thrown  open  to  public 
computltiou,  just  as  in  tlujcase  of  private 
contracfs. 

Mil.  HUNTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  said, 
ho  noticod  an  item  in  the  Vote  for  furni- 
ture for  tho  Glasgow  Cathedral.  The 
amount  was  very  small ;  but  ho  should 
like  to  know  on  what  principle  the 
House  was  called  upon  to  find  any 
rnonoy  and  furniture  for  Glasgow  Cathe- 
dral ?  Ifo  observed  that  tliore  were 
also  some  small  sums  for  tbe  supply  of 
furniture  to  tho  )Scotch  Universities. 
It  would  bo  interestin«^  to  know  whether 
the  Government  considered  themselves 
bound  to  supply  furniture  to  the  Scotch 
Universities,  and  whether  these  small 
supplies  of  furniture  were  provided 
under  the  general  contract  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  these  contracts 
were  arranged  with  the  greatest  care, 
and  there  was  not  the  slightest  ground 
for  suspicion  of  favouritism  in  regard  to 
them. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  pointed  out  that 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  an- 
swered the  question  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Aberdeen  as  to  the  ground  on 
which  the  Scotch  Universities  got  furni- 
ture from  tho  Oflico  of  Works  ? 

Mr,  PLUNKET  said,  that  there  was 
a  thing  once  happened  in  Scotland  called 
the  extinction  of  teinds.  lie  had  never 
himself  been  able  to  discover  what 
teinds  were  when  they  existed,  or  why 
they  were  extinguished ;  but  it  was 
a  Constitutional  principle  that  this 
entitled  Scotland  to  somewhat  more 
liberal  treatment,  and  he  supposed  these 
sums,  which  were  not  excessive,  were 
allowed  on  that  ground. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  it  would  be  interesting  to  Lnow 
who  were  the  persons'that  constituted  the 
small  number  that  received  preference 
in  the  matter  of  contracts,  and  tho  grounds 
on  which  that  preference  was  given. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  that  he  had 
not  stated  that  a  small  number  of  firms 
were  on  the  list,  but  that,  on  the  contrary, 
the  competition  took  place  between  a 
large  number.  There  was  no  basis  what- 
ever for  the  superstructure  of  suspicion 
which  had  been  raised  upon  this  Vote. 

Mr,  Hanhury 


He  could  assure  the  Committee  that  the 
Department  took  every  pains  to  get  the 
business  done  cheaply  and  welL  It  was 
impossible,  however,  that,  if  a  new  table  or 
chair  was  wanted,  the  whole  trade  should 
bo  invited  to  send  in  contracts.  Small 
things  of  that  kind  wore  dono  by  certain 
well-known  firms  wliom  the  Department 
found  by  experience  to  give  good  value. 
When  large  quantities  were  wanted 
which  could  be  contracted  for  as  a  whole, 
then  tenders  were  invited,  but  not  from 
a  few  firms.  The  Department  exercised 
every  supervision  and  restraint  of  undue 
expenditure.  With  regard  to  the  work- 
shops for  repairing  furniture,  besides 
those  in  that  House  there  wore  work- 
shops at  Somerset  House,  Scotland  Yard, 
and  the  Law  Courts,  employing  16  or 
17  men. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  the  Committee  had  every 
reason  to  be  thankful  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  for 
raising  this  discussion,  and  he  must  saj 
that  the  speech  of  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  in  his  opinion  rather 
tended  to  confirm  than  rebut  the  com- 
plaint put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member. 
He  would  cast  no  reflection  on  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  who  he  was  ready  to 
admit  was  the  very  best  man  for  the 
position,  but  at  the  same  time  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  neces- 
sarily be  very  much  in'  the  hands 
of  his  advisers  in  a  matter  of  thii 
kind.  He  thought  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  should  give  them  a  list  of 
the  firms  who  wore  favoured  with  theso 
contracts,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  had  pointed  out  the  mere  fact 
of  being  a  Government  contractor  was 
one  of  the  finest  advertisements  possible 
for  persons  in  trade,  and  although  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
shook  his  head  at  that  statement,  it  was 
clear  that  the  matter  was  regarded  in 
that  light  by  the  traders,  who  adyertized 
the  fact  that  they  wero  Government 
contractors.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  an  annonncoment  of  that  kind  was 
a  valuable  one  in  respect  of  any  business 
— equal  to  10  per  cent  at  least.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  person  who  supplied  tea 
to  the  House  of  Commons  aavertised 
that  fact  to  the  world,  and  he  was  quite 
sure  that  an  accession  of  trade  would  re- 
sult from  it.  It  was  the  basis  of  the 
whole  matter  that  by  giving  a  contract 
for  supplying  Public  Departments  they 
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conferred  upon  the  firm  who  received 
it  the  most  valuable  conuideration.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  if 
they  had  unlimited  competition  a  large 
number  of  soiall  traders  would  tender, 
but  he  would  point  out  that  the  goods 
supplied  by  small  traders  were  quite  as 
good,  and  sometimes  a  great  deal  better, 
than  those  supplied  by  large  traders. 
Some  firms  only  traded  upon  their 
names,  and  supplied  goods  at  a  much 
higher  price  than  they  could  be  pur- 
chased for  at  smaller  places  of  business. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
although  there  was  no  open  competition, 
a  certain  number  of  selected  firms 
were  allowed  to  tender.  He  believed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the 
number  was  considerable,  but  he  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  said  that  it  should 
be  universal,  and,  although  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  by  that 
system  they  might  get  bad  furniture, 
yet  he  did  not  believe  there  was  a  manu- 
facturing firm  in  the  world  who  would 
be  absolutely  so  foolish  as  to  forfeit 
their  chance  of  supplying  Government 
Offices  by  sending  in  bad  goods ;  but 
even  if  that  should  bo  the  case,  those 
who  did  so  could  be  at  once  dismissed. 
He  thought  this  matter  ought  to  be 
probed  to  the  bottom,  as  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  and  other  Departments 
were  acting  on  a  false  system,  the  evils 
of  which,  in  his  opinion,  could  only  be 
remedied  by  adopting  the  principle  of 
open  competition. 

Mr.  CKEMEE  said,  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  had  not  stated  how 
the  firms  were  selected. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  although  there 
was  a  limitation,  yet  ail  firms  of  a 
proper  standing  who  applied  were  of 
course  placed  upon  the  list,  and  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  there  was  no 
favouritism  whatever  in  the  matter.  He 
would  look  again  through  the  list,  and 
see  if  it  would  be  to  the  advantage  of 
the  Public  Service  to  extend  it. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  pointed  out  that 
in  addition  to  the  £16,000  included  in 
the  Vote  then  under  consideration,  there 
was  in  the  Estimates,  as  shown  by  a 
foot-note,  another  sum  of  £32,000  for 
furniture  of  dififerent  Departments, 
making  a  total  of  nearly  £50,000  alto- 
gether for  Government  Offices  under 
contract  with  the  Board  of  Works. 
This  item  was  a  large  one,  and  would 
represent  an  amount  of  furniture  that 


ought  to  be  obtained  from  the  manu« 
facturers  on  the  best  possible  terms. 

Tub  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  did  not  wish  it  to  go  forth  to  the 
public  that  £50,000  a-year  was  expended 
upon  furniture  in  the  limited  sense  in 
which  the  word  ** furniture"  was  used 
generally.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sheffield  would  look  at 
the  foot-note  to  which  he  had  referred, 
he  would  find  an  item  of  £9,500  for  the 
British  Museum.  That  sum  was  not  for 
furniture  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  chairs 
and  tables,  and  the  like,  but  included 
fittings,  cases,  and  similar  things  re- 
quired for  exhibiting  the  objects  in  the 
museum.  Again,  in  connection  with 
the  Postal  and  Telegraph  Offices  there 
was  an  item  of  £G,130,  which  was  also 
for  fittings.  Supposing  a  new  office  to 
be  taken,  a  certain  sum  of  money  had 
necessarily  to  be  spent  for  providing 
fittingd,  counters,  and  other  requisites 
for  preparing  the  office  for  the  staff  and 
for  the  work  to  be  carried  on  there.  In- 
cluded in  these  items  were  the  necessary 
cost  of  cleaning,  repairing,  and  taking 
care  of  all  the  furniture  supplied.  He 
was  not  finding  fault  with  the  remarks 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
but  merely  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  public  to  understand  that 
the  term  **  furniture  "  was  not  in  these 
Estimates  used  in  the  ordinary  sense. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  item  was  not  entirely  composed  of 
what  was  generally  understood  by  the 
term  **  household  furniture."  But, 
nevertheless,  in  the  case  of  the  Post 
Office,  for  instance,  the  charge  went  on 
year  after  year,  and  he  was  business- 
man enough  to  know  that  the  articles 
might  with  very  considerable  advantage 
he  contracted  for  year  by  year  from  the 
best  firms  in  the  wholesale  trade.  There 
was  no  doubt  the  vote  for  the  British 
Museum  was  mainly  for  cases,  but  he 
remembered  a  time  in  the  history  of  the 
Museum  when  it  was  proposed  to  buy 
oases  at  £150  each,  which  were  after- 
wards supplied  at  £50. 

Mr.  a.  SUTHERLAND  (Sutherland) 
said,  he  saw  no  reason  why  contracts  for 
the  supply  of  furniture  should  be  con- 
fined to  London  traders.  The  taxpayers 
of  the  country  were  not  Londoners  alone, 
and  he  did  not  see  why  any  profit  which 
might  be  made  by  the  supplying  of 
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fnrnituro  to  QoTcmment  Officcn  should 
not  be  distributed  amonfr  country 
traders.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  jet  answered  the  quoslion  as  to  how 
many  firms  were  invited  to  tender.  Thi 
question  was  a  very  pertinent  one,  ant 
the  Committee  would  be  glad  to  have 
soma  information  upon  it. 

Mr.  LABOUOni-IRE  Baid,  he  thought 
the  Comtoiltoe  ought  to  have  tbe  names 
of  those  firms.  He  could  not  under- 
stand whether  thi'  Secretnry  to  the  Trea- 
sury was  ashamed  of  (lie  firms  or  nhoiher 
the  firms  tliemselvee  were  ashamed  to  let 
it  be  Itnown  that  they  supplied  goods  to 
the  public.  He  would  point  out  that 
there  were  two  sorts  of  firms — one  which 
gave  long  credit  and  charged  high  prices, 
the  other  which  dealt  for  ready  money 
and  doing  a  business  on  a  very  large 
scale  and  giving  good  value.  lie  could 
not  Boe  that  there  was  any  valid  reason 
why  the  names  of  those  firms  should 
not  be  known. 

Mr.  PLDNKET  said,  he  was  net  at 
all  unwilling  to  give  the  Committee  the 
names  of  the  firms,  but  lie  did  not  carry 
them  in  his  mind.  With  regard  to  the 
tendering  by  Provincial  firms,  ho  might 
say  that  the  furniture  was  supplied  as 
far  as  possible  by  firms  in  the  locality 
in  which  it  was  required— that  furniture 
required  in  London  was  competed  for  in 
London,  and  that  which  was  reqnirod  in 
the  country  was  competed  fur  among 
firms  in  the  Provinaes. 

Mr.  CREMER  said,  that  some  of  the 
items  in  this  Vote  appeared  to  bo  old 
friends  in  now  clothes.  lie  especially 
aslced  for  information  with  regard  to  the 
item  of  £3,700  for  cleaning,  which  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  eictrnvagant  as  well 
as  indefinite.  He  asked  what  were  the 
arlicloB  for  which  tbis  cloaniog  was 
charged ! 

Ma.  PLUNKET  said,  it  was  im. 
possible  for  him  to  describe,  or  to  give 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  particulars  of 
all  the  articles  required,  which  consisted 
of  brooms  and  other  impleinente. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  tharo 
appeared  to  be  every  probability  of  this 
discussion  ending  in  air.  Ho  would 
appeal  to  the  First  Lord  o£  the  Treasury, 
who  was  a  business  man,  as  to  whether, 
in  his  own  business,  he  made  out  a  list 
of  firms  from  amongst  whom  alone  he 
invited  competition?  He  ventured  to 
Bay  that  there  was  no  business  in  the 
world  regulated  on  such  a  principle. 
Mr.  A.  Sutherland 
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The  right  hon.  Q«ntlem>n  the  First 
Commisaioner  of  Works  had  uid  that 
his  suspicions  were  unjait,  but  ho  TOtild 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  in 
business  there  was  only  one  sound  prin- 
ciple, and  that  was  to  mistrust  every- 
one, unless  you  had  a  system  wliieh 
made  dishonesty  absolutely  imposaible. 
He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentlaman 
siiould  give  the  Committee  an  auuranca 
that  the  whole  question  of  confinipg 
contracts  to  a  certain  number  of  firms 
should  bo  reconsidered,  and  that  the 
Treasury  should  also  consider  whether 
they  were  bound  by  contracts  entered 
into  under  the  present  ayatem. 

Tub  first  LORD  of  tbb  TBEA- 
8URY  (Mr.  W.  H.  SamiJ  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  haa  not  tho 
slightest  hesitation  in  saying  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  see  that 
tho  supplies  obtained  for  the  Fublio 
Service  were  good,  and  that  they  were 
ubtuined  as  cheaply  as  possible.  With 
regard  to  the  undertaking  asked  for  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Scotland  Divi' 
aion  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor), 
he  had  no  objection  whatever  to  Mving 
that  he  would  confer  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend  nt  the  head  of  the  Department, 
in  order  to  see  whether  it  was  possible 
to  improve  the  system  which  now  existed 
with  regard  to  tho  supply  of  furniture. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  the  reply 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  per- 
fectly satisfactory.  There  was  only  one 
email  point  that  he  had  now  to  refer  to 
in  connection  with  this  Vote,  and  lie 
asked  the  Patronage  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  on  what  principle  the  adver- 
tisements inviting  tenders  were  dis- 
tributed. 

The  PATRONAGE  SEOEETABT 
TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Akbri- 
Douglas)  (Kent,  St.  Augustine's)  uid, 
that  a  list  was  prepared  of  certain  news- 
papers in  which  Government  advertise- 
ments were  inserted,  inviting  tenders  for 
the  supply  of  articles  to  certain  Offices. 
He  should,  on  Notice  of  the  Question,  bo 
glad  to  give  the  matter  further  attention. 
The  eubjeotwas  now  under  consideration, 
and  it  was  quite  possible  that  the  other 
Offices  would  be  made  reaponaible  fin 
advertisements  inSETied  relating  to  sup- 
plies for  those  Offices. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR   said, 
question    was    recc-'utly 
House  of  Commons  with  regard  tu  1] 
manner  in  which  adverti  semen '      "" 


Supply — Civil 


5fid 

diatributed  in  Iroland.   Onthatoccasion  I 

a  Circular  was  produced,  which  made  a 
distinction  in  the  matter  of  distribution 
of  adveriisements  aa  betweea  journals 
which  were  favourable  and  journals 
which  were  uafavourable  to  the  existing 
Government.  lie  now  asked  whether 
the  distribution  of  advertisements  in 
England  was  entirelj  free  from  anything 
of  that  sort  ? 

Ma.  AKKES-D0UGLA8  said,  the 
one  desire  of  the  Treasury  was  to  get 
newspapers  most  suited  for  the  class  uf 
advertisements  intended  to  be  inserted, 
duo  regard  being  paid  to  the  amount  of 
their  circulation. 

Mh.  LABOUOHERE  asked  if  the  list 
ever  changed  ? 

Mr.  AKER8  -  DOUGLAS  said,  he 
was  not  able  to  answer  that  question 
without  Notice.  The  list  which  he  found 
in  the  Office  bad  been  revised  from  time 
to  time. 

Mn.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  wished  to 
Bay  a  word  or  two  on  this  question. 

The  CHAIUMAN  pointed  out  that 
the  discusaion  was  taking  a  very  wide 
range. 

Vote  agretd  lo. 

{%.)  £203,514,  to  complete  the  sum 
{»!  Bevenue  Department  Buildings, 
Great  Britain. 

Mb.  LABOUOHERE  (Northnmplon) 
said,  this  Vote  was  one  for  public  build- 
ings, and  it  contained  a  vast  oxpenditure 
for  post  offices  all  over   the  country. 
Now,  he  thought  it  a  very  questionable 
thing  whether  the  system  commenced  by 
Mr.    Fawcett   of  building    these     post 
o£Bces  all  over  the  country  was  tbe  right 
one.     lie  (Mr.  Labouchere)  went  into 
email  country  town,  and  he  found  thei 
a  splendid    building,   far  in    esceEs  < 
what  Ihey  would  think  the  lequiremon 
of  the  place  demanded,  with  the  words 
"  Post  Office  "  stuck  up  over  it.     Before 
these  buildings  were  erected  the  accom- 
modation required  by  the  post  office  wot 
obtained  in  houses,  which  were  hired 
He    should    think  by  enlarging    eucb 
places  to  meet    the    growing    require- 
ments of  the  post  office,  even  with  ths 
new    parcels    post,    in  country    towns 
sufficient  accominodation  ooolt 
ottnd,  and  the  ooi 
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again.  They  knew  that  rents  bad  gone 
down  in  almost  every  country  town,  and 
London  ;  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  it  would  bo  far  better  for  the  Go- 
vernment  to  give  up  as  far  as  they 
possibly  could  this  system  of  building 
their  post  offices,  and  to  adopt  the  system 
of  renting  in  these  country  towns  one  of 
the  very  many  buildings  which  were  to 
bo  found  to  let.  There  was  another 
point  to  which  he  desired  to  call  atten- 
tion. He  found  that  in  one  town  they 
frequently  saw  a  post  ofQce  much  larger 
and  inGnitoly  better  than  the  post  offico 
in  another  town  of  similar  size,  and  he 
also  found  frequently  in  towns  of  the 
same  size  that  a  district  post  office  in  one 
place  was  a  very  much  finer  building 
than  that  in  another  place,  although 
there  might  be  exactly  the  same  amount 
of  work  to  do.  He  should  like  the  Qo- 
vomment  to  give  some  ezplanatiou  on 
these  matters.  If  it  was  thought  desir- 
able to  go  on  building  these  new  post 
o£B.ce3,  on  what  conditions  were  they  to 
bo  built?  He  thought  that  the  same 
principle  they  endeavoured  to  inculcate 
upon  the  Treasury  upon  another  Vote 
just  now  should  be  applied  in  regard  to 
these  matters.  Was  there  any  con- 
tract? 

The  first  commissioner  op 
WORKS  (Mr.  Pluwkkt)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  Yes. 

Mr. LABOUOHERE:  Thereis.  Thoa 
is  it  ad?ertieed  ? 

Mb.  PLUNKET  ;  Yea,  it  is. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE:  Then  is  it 
given  to  the  lowest  tender? 

Mr.  PLUNKET:  Usually,  but  not 
always. 

Mn.  LABOUOHERE  said,  if  it  was  not 
given  to  the  lowest  tender,  then  they 
know  how  these  things  were  done,  and 
unless  the  greatest  care  was  exercised 
in  these  matters  unnecessary  expen- 
diture was  incurred.  Where  contracts 
were  conGned  to  a  few  persons,  and 
those  persons  knew  that  they  had  the 
whole  thing  in  their  own  hands,  they 
agreed  amongst  themselves  not  to  cut 
each  other  out,  and  in  that  way  a  great 
deal  of  money  was  wasted.  He  did  not 
think  the  Government  should  build 
I  these  new  post  offices  at  all ;  but  if  they 
^•4  he  qu  oned  whether,  under  the 
Iff  a;  ,  they  were  obtainiugthem 

nningi  as  cheaply  as  they 
obtained.  Was  there  any 
for  fittings  ?    He  did  not 
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Bee  tbat  furniture  came  uodor  thia ;  the  triangular  duel  Trhioh  took  place 
head.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se-  !  between  the  Post  Office,  the  Office  of 
cretarj  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  '  Works,  and  the  Treasury,  vas  that  a 
bad  told  them  that  the  furniture  itom  plan  was  approved,  and  tenders  were 
was  a  very  large  one  for  public  build-  inTitod  from  builders  for  carrying  oat  the 
ings.  because  it  includod  Qttiugs;  butlf  >plBus  so  approved  of.  That  was  the 
thatwero  thecaaoin  theprcsentinstance,  '  course  usually  adopted.  He  had  no 
the  Yote  would  be  excessively  small. !  doubt  that  it  vould  be  far  moro  ex- 
Then,  again,  be  thought  that  £t!4,S0Q  |  pensive  to  change  this  method  of  pro- 
woa  nn  enormous  sum  to  be  used  for  i  ceeding  and  revert  to  the  old  plan  of 
adapting  Coldbath  Elelils  Prison  into  a  '  hiring  premises.  That  was  always  a 
Oenoral  Parcel  Post  Depot.  What  were  j  most  expensive  system — that  of  hiring 
they  goine  to  build  there ;  was  it  to  be  the  houses  used  for  public  ofRcea.  This, 
i  General  Parcel   Post  Depot  for  the  !  he  thought,  covered  the  whole  ground  of 


whole  country  ?  [Jlr.  Pluske' 
sonted.]  Tho  right  hon.  Geutleman  the 
FiretCummiasionorof  Works  nodded,  bo 
that  ho  might  tako  liim  as  ausn-cring  ia 
the  affirmativo.  But  they  had  a  Parcel 
Poat  Dopijt  now,  he  supposed,  and 
were  able  to  got  on  without  such  an 
enormous  building  as  would  be  put  on 
the  site  of  this  prison.  Ho  did  not 
think  any  part  of  this  scheme  would 
boar  inquiry,  and  he  should  like  to  have 
ropjioa  to  tho  various  queries  he  had 
put. 

Mil.  PLUNKET  said,  that  the  pro- 
cess of  producing  a  post  olfico  was  thia. 
When  the  Postmaster  General  was  satis- 
fied that  the  work  of  the  post  office  in 
any  place,  whether  in  the  Metropolis  or 
the  Provinces,  had  outgrown  thoneoom- 
modation  provided  ia  the  existing  build- 
ing, ho  applied  to  the  Office  of  Works 
in  the  first  place,  generally  speaking,  to 
know  whether  it  was  possible,  by  adapta- 
tion or  addition  to  the  existing  building, 
to  find  tho  accommodation  for  the  iu- 
cieascd  requirements  of  Iiis  depart- 
nicut.  Then  a  survayor  from  the  OlRco 
(if  Works,  who  was  in  chargo  of 
the  particular  district,  inquired  into 
the  matter  lo  ascertain  whether  it 
was  possible  an  an  economical  stop  to 
provide  iho  oucommodalion  by  enlarging 
the  existing  building.  If  he  reported 
that  that  eould  be  done,  of  course  the 
existing  buihiing  was  enlarged.  ISut  if, 
on  the  contrary,  tho  surveyor  reported 
that  it  was  not  possiblp,  and  would  not 
bo  an  economical  way  of  dealing  with 
the  mailer  to  alter  tlio  existing 
urrnngcmonts,  it  was  necessary  to 
provide  new  premises,  and  tho  surveyor, 
generally  speaking,  prepared  plans  on — 
he  must  say — tho  most  modest  and  un- 
ostentntioua  scale,  which  were  submitted 
to  Iho  OtBoe  of  Works,  and  afterwards 
toforrod  to  the  Treasury.  Tho  result  of 
Mr.  Labuveiera 


honT  Member's  remarks.  When  it 
decided  to  erect  a  new  building,  very 
frequently  dtilay  occurred  owing  to  the 
dilRculty    of    obtaining    a    satisfactory 

Mm. LABOUOHERE:  Therighthon. 
Gentleman  has  made  no  reply  as  (o 
fittings. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  that  a  certain 
amount  had  been  obtained  in  the  Tote 
just  passed  for  fittings.  There  was  in 
the  Vote  just  passed  an  item  of  £6,000 
for  fittings  in  tiio  Post  Office  and  Post 
Ol&co  Telegraph  Departments,  and  if 
these  fittings  were  in  the  nature  of 
structural  arrangements  they  would  be 
carried  out  under  contract.  Other  fittings 
were  obtained,  by  tender,  as  ho  had 
explained  in  connection  with  the  last 
Veto. 

Sir  AVALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  said,  he  thought  it  would  he 
more  convenient  if  they  had  the  Post- 
master General  present  during  the  coo- 
sidcration  of  a  Yote  of  this  kind.  He 
should  like  to  know  if  this  system  of 
building  new  poet  offices,  instead  of 
hii-ing  buildings  for  the  purpose,  was 
now  being  univoisally  adopted  in  this 
country  whore  additional  accommodation 
was  required?  Until  recently  retail 
shops  Iiad  been  employed  as  post  offices 
in  many  districts,  tho  Post  Office  An- 
thorities  considering  that  such  buildings 
were  Hulliciontly  good  for  their  purpose, 
without  going  to  the  ozpense  of  erecting 
new  buildings.  There  were  many  towns 
with  OS  largo  a  population  as  15,000  to 
18,000  where  the  work  of  the  poat  office 
was  carried  on  in  connection  with  retail 
shops,  greatly  to  the  detriment  of  e 
fort  and  eflidoncy.  'Jim' 
one  wliich  he  thought  1 
ought  lo  put  a  stop  to. 
a  great  deal  of  exlravegoDH 
matter  of  building  new  i    ' 
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the  town  of  Birmingham,  for  ioBtance, 
there  was  a  Vote  to  bo  taken  for  tho  erec- 
tion of  ft  new  head  office  there.  A  fow 
jears  ago  some  £40,000  was  spent  in  the 
construclion  of  a  building  which  was  an 
eyoaoro,  a  eauat  block,  one  of  the  most 
ugly  buildings  erected  in  modern  times. 
lie  had  never  aeon  anything  surpasa- 
ing  it  in  iiglineas,  and  he  did  not  know 
anything  which  approached  it  for  in- 
convenience. The  public  had  to  go  on 
one  aide  of  it  to  obtain  stamps,  then  to 
descend  a  steep  streot,  very  dangoroua 
in  slippery  weather,  to  another  part  of 
tho  building  in  order  to  post  their 
letters.  The  present  Vote  included 
£53,000  for  a  new  head  oiBce  for  IJir- 
minghftm.  He  thought  a  little  fore- 
sight would  have  prevoutod  this  expen- 
diture. Certainly,  in  no  private  concern 
would  an  expenditure  of  £40,000  have 
been  incurred  upon  one  building,  and 
a  fev  years  later  an  expenditure  of 
£53,000  be  proposed  for  a  new  building 
to  take  its  place.  That  method  of 
Bpending  public  money  ouglit  to  be 
checked  by  every  possible  criticism 
which  could  be  brought  to  boar  upon  the 
Estimates  in  tho  House  of  Commons. 
That  was  one  of  tho  poiuta  ho  wished  to 
call  especial  attention  to.  Another  point 
was  this  item  of  £'195  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  spend  on  High  Street,  Bir- 
mingham. That,  ho  supposed,  was  for 
the  repair  or  alteration  of  some  build- 
ing which  had  either  been  hired  or  re- 
cently bought ;  and  the  item  of  £2,250 
for  Smethwick  was,  he  presumed,  for  a 
new  building  ? 

Ma.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
said,  that  before  this  Vote  was  taken 
there  was  one  point  to  which  allusion 
bad  been  made  in  previous  years,  but 
which  came  out  with  mucli  greatfr 
force  in  tho  present  Estimate,  which 
he  thought  required  some  explanation, 
and  that  was  the  extraordinary  manner 
in  which  the  Estimates  were  made  for 
tho  post  of&ccs  in  and  around  London. 
He  would  take  eight  different  examples 
in  this  Vote.  There  was  tho  proposed 
J, oat  office  at  Fiusbury  I'nrk,  (he  total 
expenditure  upon  wliich  was  to  bo 
£2,500,  but  £5,000  had  been  already 
TOted  for  it,  and  it  was  not  finished, 
y  £1,100  having  been  spent.  In  this 
l^e  TLs  much  as  the  original 
gliad  h  ready  voted.     Just 
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ofthatoffice  was  put  down  in  the  revised 
Eslimaies  at  £2,100,  but  the  amount 
already  toted  was  £4,200,  and  only  £700 
had  been  spent.  Just  below  that,  ng^in, 
there  was  the  post  office  at  Heme  Hill, 
in  which  the  amount  to  be  expended 
wns  £1,000,  but  olroady  £2,000  had 
been  voted,  and  £700  spent.  Selow  that 
there  was  the  case  of  Leytonstone,  tho 
Estimate  being  £2,100,  and  the  amount 
voted  £4,000.  Nothing  had  been  spent 
np  to  tho  31  at  December  last.  In  the  case 
of  the  London  Bridge  post  office  the 
Estimate  was  £12,500,  and  the  amount 
voted  £22,000,  with  £3,000  spent.  In 
the  caso  of  Wandsworth,  tho  total 
Estimate  was  £5,000,  and  the  amount 
voted  £10,000,  but  nothing  had  been 
spent;  and  in  tho  caso  of  Wimbledon, 
whilst  tho  amount  estimated  was  only 
£3,000,  the  amount  voted  was  £8,700, 
and  only  £500  spent.  All  these 
cases  were  in  one  district— that  was 
to  say,  (he  Metropolitan  district,  and  ho 
thought  some  explanation  was  due  from 
the  Qovernment  as  to  why  these  Votes 
appeared  in  such  a  shape.  In  each 
caso  tho  amount  spent  was  twice  or  three 
times  the  amount  originally  estimated. 
This  was  not  a  new  complaint.  He 
(Mr,  Childers)  complained  of  it  some 
years  ago,  and  he  had  expressed  a 
hope  that  a  remedy  would  he  found; 
but,  in  spite  of  what  he  had  said,  tho 
evil  which  he  had  pointed  out  was 
going  on  worse  than  ever.  Ho  thought 
the  (Jommittee  were  entitled  to  somo 
explanation  as  to  what  official  was 
in  the  matter,  and  whether 
not  possible  to  put  an  end  to 
this  inconvenient  aystem  of  voting  large 
suma  end  not  spending  them,  but  ap- 
plying the  votes  to  other  buildings. 
Tho  hyslem  was  very  inconvenient  both 
to  the  Treasury  and  to  Parliament,  and 
he  thought  some  reason  should  be 
given  for  the  irregularity,  and  a  pro- 
mise that  it  should  be  avoided  for  the 
future. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Jacksos)  (Leeds,  N.)8aid, 
lie  thought  tho  right  hori.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  overlooked 
one  rather  important  explanation  which 
appeared  on  tho  face  of  the  Estimate. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  quoted 
several  instances  in  which  he  had  re- 
ferred to  'iho  total  amount  voted  mean- 
ing tho  total  amount  which  it  waa 
intended  to  spend 
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Mr.  CHILDERS  :  No ;  I  gave  both 
the  estimated  cost  and  the  actual  Votes 
separately. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  that  the  total 
amount  which  it  was  intended  to  spend 
was  given  in  the  second  column.     The 
total   amount    voted    was    simply    the 
amount  of  a  number  of  Votes  taken 
which  made   these    largo    sums.     The 
explanation  was  that  these  sums  were 
simply  sums  voted  and  re- voted.     Tho 
totals  in  the  column  in  which  the  amount 
voted  and  re-voted  were  in  excess  not 
only  of  the  original  Estimate  and  the 
revised  Estimate,  but  also  of  the  actual 
cost  of  the  work,  and  therefore  to  that 
extent  it  was  somewhat  misleading.    It 
should  be  remembered  that  the  gross 
amount  that  appeared  in  that  column  as 
voted  and  re-voted  did  not  represent  the 
actual   amount   spent   on    a  particular 
work.     The  explanation  of  it  was  that  at 
the  time  at  which  tho  Estimates  were 
prepared,  the  Post  Office  had  sent  in  a 
demand  that  they  required  a  post  ofRce 
in  such  and   such   a   district.     As  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  had  truly  said, 
this   largftly  appeared   in   tho   London 
district.  Well,  during  tho  last  few  years 
there  had  been   a   largo   extension   of 
business,  not  only  in  the  London  dis- 
trict, but  in  other  districts;  and  there 
had  also  been  a  large  re- arrangement  of 
business,  if  he  might  say  so,   and  the 
only  explanation  he  could  give  of  the 
appearance  the  Vote  presented  was  that 
certain  post  offices  upon  which  it  was 
expected  the  money  would  be  expended  in 
the  coming  financial  year  when  the  Votes 
wore  originally  agreed  to  had  not  been 
erected.     The  work  had  been  delayed 
for  some  reason  or  other,  and  the  result 
had  been  that  there  had  been  several 
re- votes.     Reference  had  been  made  to 
the  large  cost  of  the  offices  at  Birming- 
ham,    Well,  there  was  no  doubt  that 
the  post  office   at  Birmingham  would 
prove  to  be  an  exceedingly  costly  busi- 
ness.    In   the  first  place  the  site  had 
been   extremely  costly,    and   then   the 
building  would  also  bo  very  costly,  be- 
cause  the   conveniences  and   arrange- 
ments to  be  made  with  a  view  to  giving 
easy  access  to  tho  railways  would  entail 
very  elaborate  plans.     The  hon.  IMem- 
ler  for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
Iiad  referred  to  the  desirability  of  rent- 
ing offices  wherever  it  was  practicable, 
lie  dared  not  appeal  to  the  previous 
experience  of  the  Chairman,  but  if  ho 


had  been  able  to  do  so  no  doubt  the 
right    hon.    Oentleman    would    have 
agreed  that  this  was  a  subject  which 
had  been  constantly  agitating  the  minds 
of  Financial  Secretaries  to  the  Treasury. 
The  Post  Office  business  was  an  enor- 
mously growing  business.    It  had  been 
largely  added  to  during  recent  years  by 
the  enormous  development  of  the  parcels 
post  work,  and  then,  again,  there  was  a 
demand  which  they  could  not  complain 
of,  on  the  part  of  the  public  that  when 
they  were  going  to  build  a  post  office 
in  a  town  they  should  build  it  in  the 
most  central  and  most  convenient  place. 
As  a  rule  that  involved  the  purchase  of 
property  in  a  central  part  which  was 
not  vacant  land ;  and  very  often  the 
site  that  was  built  upon  was  a  site  with 
regard  to  which  they  had  to  pay  com- 
pensation not  only  to  the  people  whose 
houses  of  business  they  had  pulled  down, 
but  also  to  the  people  whose  businesses 
they     had     destroyed.      He     thought 
the    Post    Office    could    hardly  resist 
the    consideration    urged    upon    them 
that    the    Hrst    thing    to     be     done 
when  a  post  office  was  erected,   was 
tho  selection   of  the  most  convenient 
site  for  it.      He  said  at  once  that  he 
sympathized  with  the  view  which  had 
been  expressed  by  hon.  Members  that 
the   expense   of    these    buildings    was 
growing  at  an  enormous  rate.  He,  how- 
ever, saw  no  means  of  remedying  that 
state  of  things,  and  he  did  not  think  the 
suggestion  of   tho    hon.    Member  for 
Northampton  was  a    practicable    one, 
because,  in  the  first  place,  if  they  wanted 
to  do  their  business  economically,  they 
must  have  a  building  specially  prepared 
to  suit  the  business  they  had  to  do,  and 
in  the  next  place  they  must  have  it  con- 
venient to  the  public,  and   they  miut 
have  it    healthy  for  the  servants  who 
were  going  to  work  in  it.     When  one 
visited  some  of  these  post  offices — as  it 
had  been  his  duty  to  do  from  time  to 
time— and  saw  the  crowded  condition  in 
which  the  people  were  working,  it  was 
quite  evident  that    in   the  future   the 
House  of  Commons  must  look  to  the 
expenditure  on  post  office  buildings  as 
being  ono  rather  of  an  increasing  than 
a  decreasing  character.     But  he  could 
assure  hon.  Gentlemen  that  every  one 
of  theso  cases  wont  through  a  most  tho- 
rough sifting,  first  by  tho  officer  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  by  whom  the  nlana 
were  prepared  on  tho  instruction  of  tho 
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Post  Office,  and  next  by  the  Treasury, 
to  which  the  plans  and  estimates  of  the 
cost  were  submitted  ;  and  all  he  could  say 
was  that,  struggle  as  they  did  from  time 
to  time  to  cut  down  both  the  cost  of  the 
sites  and  the  buildings,  one  was  almost 
inevitably  forced  to  the  conclusion  that 
when    they  wore    dealing  with   public 
buildings,   or    buildings   belonging    to 
public  departments  which    had   to   be 
used  by  thousands  of  people,  they  must 
liavo  regard  to  the  convenience  of  the 
public,     to    the    permanence    of    the 
building,  and  the  health  of  the  persons 
who  were  going  to  occupy  it.     If  they 
were  to  comply  with  these  conditions,  it 
was  impossible  to  bo  niggardly  in  their 
expenditure.     The  Committee  would  re- 
member that  Coldbath  Fields  Prison  had 
been  closed  as  a  prison.  The  8ite,therefore, 
became  available  for  some  other  purpose. 
The  post  office  requirements  in  London 
had,  as  he  had  already  said,  been  grow- 
ing at  an  enormous  rate.     A  site  having 
been  acquired,  plans  had  been  prepared 
for  the  building  of  a  new  post  office  at 
St.  Martin*8-le-Grand.     This  would  be 
called   **  General   Post    Office  North." 
He  could  not  say  what  the  cost  of  the 
building  would  be,   because  up  to  the 
present  they  had  only  acquired  the  site 
and  prepared  the  plans ;  they  had  not 
got  estimates   for   the   building  itself. 
But  they  had  been   warned   for   some 
time  that  a  very  considerable  extension 
would  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
the  Parcels  Post,  even  when  the  addi- 
tional accommodation  which  was  now  in 
course  of  being  provided  had  been  pro- 
vided.    He  ought  to  eay  that  the  build- 
ing which  was  about  to  be  constructed 
at    St.    Martin's -le- Grand    would    bo 
largely,   almost  entirely,    occupied   for 
what  might  be  termed  clerical  work.    A 
very  considerable  portion  of  the  parcels 
post  work  in  London  was  carried  on  at 
the  old  General  Post  Office  in  St.  Mar- 
tin's-le-Grand,  and  almost  entirely  car- 
ried on  in  the  basement  of  the  building. 
The  accommodation  had  become  much 
too  small  for,  the  requirements  of  the 
Post    Office,    and    the  Treasury    were 
pressed  to  ^vre  sanction  for  the  acquisi- 
tion of  several  sites  and  for  the  provi- 
sion   of  several  buildings  in   different 
parts  of  London  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
ducting the  Parcels  Post.     In  ad<^ 
to  the  buildings  which  the  P< 
had,  and  which  were  known 
poet  office  baildingSi  the  . 


rented  several  buildings.  A  great  deal 
of  the  accommodation  which  they  rented 
was  at  the  large  railway  stations  in 
London.  The  suggestion  was  made  that 
in  view  of  the  growing  business  which 
was  coming  to  the  Post  Office  by  reason 
of  the  Parcels  Post  and  by  reason  of 
the  peculiarly  favourable  situation  which 
Coldbath  Fields  Prison  occupied,  being 
in  the  direct  route  to  the  railway  sta- 
tions by  which  the  far  larger  portion  of 
the  parcels  work  from  London  was  done, 
the  Government  should  seriously  con- 
sider the  question  of  handing  over  the 
site  of  Coldbath  Fields  Prison  to  the 
Post  Office  authorities  for  the  purpose 
of  establishing  there  a  central  depot 
where  most  of  the  parcels  post  work  of 
London  could  bo  done.  The  question 
was  very  carefully  considered,  and  even- 
tually the  Treasury  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  suggestion  was  one  which 
ought  to  be  adopted,  and  it  had  been 
adopted.  He  reminded  the  Committee 
of  the  position  and  the  condition  of  the 
streets  at  the  entrance  to  the  Post  Office 
of  St.  Martin's- le-Grand.  Some  statis- 
tics bearing  upon  the  traffic  there  had 
been  obtained,  from  which  it  appeared 
that  as  many  as  700  carts  engaged  in 
parcels  post  work  crossed  the  street  at  the 
entrance  to  the  Post  Office  every  day. 
Every  Member  of  the  Committee  would 
admit  at  once  that  in  the  interest  of  the 
traffic  of  London  it  was  extremely  de- 
sirable if  it  were  possible  to  remove  so 
groat  an  obstruction  to  the  traffic  at  such 
a  crowded  part  of  the  City.  But  there 
was  another  reason  why  the  suggestion 
should  be  adopted.  There  were  at  Cold- 
bath Fields  nearly  nine  acres  of  land. 
The  Post  Office  required  in  the  first  in- 
stance five  acres,  and  the  way  in  which 
the  case  presented  itself  to  him  was 
that  if  it  wcs  necessary  for  the  pur- 
pose of  their  business  to  secure  so  large 
a  space  as  five  acres  in  one  particular 
district  of  London,  what  would  it  cost 
them  to  get  it.  The  estimated  value  of 
the  site  of  the  Coldbath  Fields  Prison 
was  £100,000,  or,  in  round  figures,  be- 
twe<  £10,000  and  £12,000  per  acre. 
But  "  ^^  'f  they  wanted 
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llio  Post  OfRce,  tlie  GoverDment  could 
not  do  Letter  tban  hand  it  over.  They 
lianded  the  Pite  over,  and  enabled  the 
Post  Office  Authorities  to  take  posses- 
sion of  it  before  the  crush  of  business 
during  the  last  Christmas  season.  Ho 
had  heard  that  the  convenience  of  deal- 
ing wiih  the  parcels  post  business  at  this 
particular  ctntre  and  the  relief  given 
to  other  diitiitts  of  London  had  been 
very  great  indeed.  Indeed,  one  important 
official  had  said  to  him — "It  is  the  best 
thing  that  has  ever  been  done  fur  the 
Post  Olhce  since  I  have  been  connected 
with  it/'  The  decision  to  hand  over  the 
site  to  tho  Postal  Authorities  was  come 
to  after  most  careful  consideration.  Ex- 
perience had  proved  the  wisdom  of  tho 
decision.  It  would  not  only  be  possible 
in  tho  future  to  concentrate  all  the 
parcels  post  bus^iness  at  this  particular 
spot,  but  to  utilize  it  for  many  other 
post  office  purposes,  and  for  some  tele- 
graphic purposes.  Ho  believed  it  was 
intended,  fur  instance,  to  uso  it  as  a 
place  where  all  returned  parcels  should 
be  dealt  with,  and  whore  what  were 
known  as  dead  letters  should  be  dealt 
with.  He  ought  aho  to  say  there  would 
be  effected,  when  the  schomo  was  com- 
plete, a  considi'rablo  annual  saving,  bo- 
cause  already  notice  had  boon  given  to 
tho  Great  Northern  Company  that  tho 
Post  Office  would  give  up  possession  of 
a  building  belonging  to  them,  and  for 
which  a  rent  of  £800  or  £l)00  a-year 
had  been  paid.  Ho  believed  he  was 
correct  in  saying  that  it  was  intended  to 
do  at  Cold  bath  Fields  work  which  was 
now  done  in  other  premises,  the  total 
rental  of  which  amounted  to  more  than 
£3,000  a-year. 

Mr.  WOODALL  (Uanley)  said,  ho 
gathered  from  tho  explanation  of  tho 
hon.  Gentleman  that  tho  site  was  at 
present  used  principally  for  clerical 
work  in  connection  with  the  parcels 
post. 

A[r.  JACKSON  said,  that  what  he 
stated  was  that  tho  iKiilding  which  it 
was  now  proposed  to  build  at  St. 
Martiii's-lo-(}raiHl,  and  whi(!li  would  l.-o 
(Mllod  (ieneral  Post  Ofllcrj  N«»rth,  W(»uld 
bo  used  almotit  entirely  for  clerical 
work. 

Mil.  WOODALL  asknd  if  they  wore 
to  understand  that  tho  Coldbatli  Fields 
premises  would  be  in  direct  communica- 
tion with  the  Underground  Railway  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  Not  at  present. 

Mr,  Jachon 


Mr.  W'OODALL:   Is  that  contem- 
plated  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Not  at  present. 

MR.CAUSTON(Southwark,  W.)eaid, 
he  was  very  sorry  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  was  not  present,  because  he 
desired  to  urge  him  to  reconsider  the 
answer  ho  gave  the  other  day  with 
regard  to  the  telegraphic  arrangements 
at  St.  Martin's-le-Grand.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  the  commercial  men  of  the 
Kingdom  wore  very  anxious  with  regard 
to  what  appeared  to  them  to  be  the  very 
unsatisfactory  state  of  the  telegraphic 
arrangements  at  St.  Martin's- lo- Grand. 
Ho  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Postmaster  General  the  other  day 
whether  it  was  true  that  nearly  70  per 
cent  of  the  telegrams  of  the  United 
Kingdom  passed  through  St.  Martin's- 
lo-Grand,  and  that  the  two  top  floors  of 
the  office  were  above  the  high  pressure 
water  main.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
replied  that  50  per  cent  of  the  telegramB 
of  tho  United  Kingdom  passed  through 
St.  Martin's-le-Grand,  but  that  only  the 
top  floor  was  above  tho  high  pressure 
main.  That  was  a  very  unsatisfactory 
state  of  things,  because  it  was  easy  to 
concoivo  that  if  a  fire  occurred  at  the 
ofRco  tho  whole  telegraphic  arrange- 
ments of  the  country  might  be  upset. 
The  light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Post- 
master General  had  said  that  the  build- 
ing was  fire  proof  and  that  no  alterations 
wero  contemplated.  This  was  a  favour- 
able opportunity  for  drawing  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  the  fact  that 
the  telegraphic  arrangements  were  in 
a  very  critical  state.  Any  day  might 
bring  a  disaster,  and  the  Government 
might  be  severely  blamed  for  not  having 
paid  attention  to  the  matter.  He  urged 
tho  Government  to  take  the  matter  into 
their  consideration. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  tho  growth  of  the  Post  Office 
was  a  matter  of  Euch  general  interest 
and  vast  importance  that  he  hesitated 
to  criticize  anything  but  tho  grants  for 
buildings.  That,  liowovor,  was  a  point 
in  regard  to  which  there  might  be  ft 
great  deal  of  cxtravaganco.  He  rofe 
particularly  to  draw  attention  to  the 
item  of  £14,800  taken  for  tho  post  office 
at  Bristol.  lie  understood  from  the 
account  before  him  that  £3,940  of  that 
amount  was  to  be  spent  this  year.  Was 
that  80  ? 
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Mr.  KIMBER  (Wandsworth)  said, 
ho  desired  to  put  a  question  to  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  respect  to  the 
post  ofiice^at  Wandsworth.  For  two 
Buccessive  years  £5,000  had  been  taken 
for  a  new  pest  office  at  Wandsworth, 
but  had  never  been  spent.  Last  year  it 
was  said  that  no  site  could  be  ob- 
tained. He  believed  his  constituents 
had  sent  in  a  number  of  sites  to  the 
Postmaster  General  at  his  request.  He 
should  be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  say  he  had  now  selected  a 
site. 

Mr.  CEEMER  (Shoreditch,  Hag- 
gerston)  said,  he  wished  to  ask  how 
tho  Estimates  in  the  cases  of  tho  53 
works  referred  to  in  the  Vote  were 
obtained?  Were  they  obtained  by 
open  tender,  and  could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  approximately  the 
number  of  builders  engaged  upon  the 
works  ?  The  experience  of  the  Lon- 
don School  Board  as  to  the  danger  of 
allowing  buildings  to  bo  constructed 
by  two  or  three  contractors  was  such 
that  the  Committee  would  do  well  to 
avoid  falling  into  the  same  error. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  could  answer 
very  satisfactorily  the  question  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Cremer)  had  put.  The 
greatest  care  was  taken  to  give  every  puh- 
licitj  that  tenders  were  invited  and  to  se- 
cure that,  if  in  the  first  instance  only  a 
small  number  of  tenders  was  received, 
every  effort  should  be  made  to  obtain  an 
increased  number.  He  had  in  his  mind 
at  the  moment  the  case  of  Inverness. 
Tenders  were  publicly  invited,  but  the 
estimates  for  the  work  were  so  largely 
in  excess  of  the  original  estimate  that 
the  Treasury  refused  in  the  first  instance 
to  sanction  the  amount.  Further  in- 
quiries were  instituted  and  every  ofiPort 
made  to  get  additional  competition.  lie 
believed  that  in  nearly  every  case, 
unless  there  was  some  substantial 
reason  why  it  should  not  bo  so,  the 
lowest  tender  was  accepted.  In  every 
case  there  was  open  competition,  and  tho 
Department  took  every  caro  that  tho 
work  was  efficiently  ns  well  as  economi- 
cally performed.  Ho  assured  lion. 
Members  that  tho  Department  was  very 
desirous  to  keep  as  far  as  they  could 
within  their  original  estimates,  but  very 
often,  oven  after  tenders  were  received, 
it  was  necessary  to  mako  alterations  in 
the  plans.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Bristol  (Mr.  Handel  Cossham)  had 
aeked  what  amount  was  to  be  expended 


at  Bristol  in  the  coming  year.  The 
amount  which  it  was  expected  would  be 
expended  at  Bristol  during  the  current 
year  was  £8,000 — £5,400  in  respect  of 
the  post  services,  and  £2,600  for  the 
telegraphs.  He  need  not  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  that  was  merely  a 
sub-division  of  the  total  sum  for  tho 
purpose  of  keeping  the  accounts  of 
the  post  office  and  telegraph  services 
separate. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  that  as  re- 
gards  the  post  office  at  Wandsworth  tho 
Postal  Authorities  had  not  yet  been  able 
to  obtain  a  suitable  site.  They  were 
doing  the  best  they  could  to  get  one,  and 
were  most  anxious  to  provide  new  postal 
accommodation  there.  Of  course,  until 
a  site  had  been  acquired  the  money 
taken  could  not  bo  expended. 

Mr.  KIMBER  asked,  how  it  was  that 
£700  was  expected  to  be  expended  during 
the  current  year  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  the  authori- 
ties lived  in  hope  that  a  site  would  be 
obtained.  If  a  site  were  obtained  they 
would  proceed  to  prepare  tho  necessary 
plans  at  once.  His  hon.  Friend  would 
bo  tho  first  in  tho  interest  of  his  con- 
stituents to  require  that  the  work  should 
be  pushed  on. 

Mr.  KIMBEE  said,  that  £700  would 
certainly  not  cover  the  cost  of  tho  site 
required.  If  the  authorities  lived  in 
hope  of  acquiring  a  site,  why  did  they 
not  take  a  sum  sufficient  to  cover  tho 
cost  of  it  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) 
wished  to  say,  in  reference  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Haggerston  Division  of  Shoreditch  (Mr. 
Cremer),  that  it  was  not  the  case  that 
the  School  Board  of  London  only  em- 
ployed two  or  three  contractors,  and  that 
the  result  had  been  unsatisfactory.  They 
formerly  employed  as  contractor  any  re- 
spectable builder  who  got  his  name  on 
the  Board's  list.  For  years  they  never 
had  leas  than  eight  or  10  builders 
tendering  for  a  particular  school.  Lately 
they  had  thrown  the  tenders  entirely 
open,  and  it  was  very  doubtful  whether 
thoy  had  gained  thereby.  TliO  Board 
Schools  had  been  very  economically 
built  considering  the  accommodation 
thoy  afforded  and  their  durable  cha- 
racter. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  said,  ho 
was  slightly  misunderstood  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  with  reference  to  the  ex- 
penditure at  Birmingham.    He  did  not 
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whole  fljstom  of  contracts  in  thoso 
Uopartmcnts  required  to  be  thoroughly 
looked  into,  and  he  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give  an 
assurance  that  the  limited  compotition 
system  would  be  put  an  end  to,  and  the 
whole  husinos.s  thrown  open  to  public 
compotition,  just  as  in  thocase  of  private 
contracfs. 

Ma.  IlUxNTTER  (Aberdeen,  N.)  saiJ, 
he  noticod  an  item  in  the  Vote  for  furni- 
ture for  the  (ilas^ow  Cathedral.  The 
amount  was  very  small ;  but  ho  should 
like  to  know  on  what  principle  the 
House  was  called  upon  to  lind  any 
rnonoy  au'l  furniture  for  Glasgow  Cathe- 
dral ?  Ho  observed  that  tliore  wore 
also  some  small  sums  for  the  supply  of 
furniture  to  the  Scotch  Uuivorsities. 
It  would  bo  interostin'^to  know  whether 
the  Government  considered  themselves 
bound  to  supply  furniture  to  the  Scotch 
Universities,  and  whetlier  these  small 
supplies  of  furniture  were  provi'lod 
under  the  general  contract  ? 

Mil.  PLUNKET  said,  those  contracts 
wore  arranged  with  the  greatest  care, 
and  there  was  not  the  sliglitest  ground 
for  suspicion  of  favouritism  in  regard  to 
them. 

Ma.  MTJNDELLA  pointed  out  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  an- 
swered the  question  of  th.^^  hon.  Member 
for  North  Aberdeen  as  to  the  ground  on 
which  the  Scotch  Universities  got  furni- 
ture from  the  Office  of  Works  ? 

jMr.  PLUNKET  said,  that  there  was 
a  thing  once  happened  in  Scotland  called 
the  extinction  of  teinds.  lie  had  never 
himself  been  able  to  discover  what 
toinds  were  when  they  existed,  or  why 
they  were  extinguished ;  but  it  was 
a  Constitutional  principle  that  this 
entitled  Scotland  to  somewhat  more 
liberal  treatment,  and  he  supposed  these 
sums,  which  were  not  excessive,  were 
allowed  on  that  ground. 

Mu.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  it  would  be  interesting  to  Lnow 
who  were  the  persons'that  constituted  the 
small  number  that  received  preference 
in  the  matter  of  contracts,  and  the  grounds 
on  which  that  preference  was  given. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  that  he  had 
not  stated  that  a  small  number  of  firms 
were  on  the  list,  but  that,  on  the  contrary, 
the  competition  took  place  between  a 
large  number.  There  was  no  basis  what- 
ever for  the  superstructure  of  suspicion 
which  had  been  raised  upon  this  Yoto. 

Mr,  Hanhury 


Ho  could  assure  the  Committee  that  the 
Department  took  every  pains  to  get  the 
business  done  cheaply  and  welL  It  was 
impossible,  however,  that,  if  a  new  table  or 
chair  was  wanted,  the  whole  trade  shouhl 
bo  invited  to  send  in  contracts.  Small 
things  of  that  kind  were  done  by  certain 
well-known  firms  whom  the  Department 
found  by  experience  to  give  good  value. 
When  large  quantities  were  wanted 
which  could  bo  contracted  for  as  a  whole, 
then  tenders  were  invited,  but  not  from 
a  few  firms.  The  Department  exercised 
every  supervision  and  restraint  of  undue 
expenditure.  With  regard  to  the  work- 
shops for  repairing  furniture,  besides 
those  in  that  House  there  wore  work- 
shops at  Somerset  House,  Scotland  Yard, 
and  the  Law  Courts,  employing  16  or 
17  men. 

liln.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  the  Committee  had  every 
reason  to  be  thankful  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Preston  (Mr.  Hanbury)  for 
raising  this  discussion,  and  he  must  say 
that  the  speech  of  the  First  Commis- 
sioner of  Works  in  his  opinion  rather 
tended  to  confirm  than  rebut  the  com« 
plaint  put  forward  by  the  hon.  Member. 
He  would  cast  no  reflection  on  the  right 
hon.  Qentleman,  who  he  was  ready  to 
admit  was  the  very  best  man  for  the 
position,  but  at  the  same  time  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  must  neces- 
sarily be  very  much  in'  the  hands 
of  his  advisers  in  a  matter  of  this 
kind.  He  thought  the  right  hoo. 
Gentleman  should  give  them  a  list  of 
the  firms  who  were  favoured  with  thes9 
contracts,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Preston  had  pointed  out  the  mere  fact 
of  being  a  Government  contractor  was 
one  of  the  finest  advertisements  possible 
for  persons  in  trade,  and  although  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
shook  his  head  at  that  statement,  it  was 
clear  that  the  matter  was  regarded  in 
that  light  by  the  traders,  who  adyertizcd 
the  fact  that  they  wero  Government 
contractors.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  an  annoancement  of  that  kind  was 
a  valuable  one  in  respect  of  any  business 
— equal  to  10  per  cent  at  least.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  person  who  supplied  tea 
to  the  House  of  Commons  advertixed 
that  fact  to  the  world,  and  he  was  quite 
sure  that  an  accession  of  trade  would  re* 
suit  from  it.  It  was  the  basis  of  the 
whole  matter  that  by  giving  a  oontraot 
for  supplying  Public  Departments  they 
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conferred  upon  the  firm  who  received 
it  the  most  valuable  conuideration.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  if 
they  had  unlimited  competition  a  large 
number  of  small  traders  would  tender, 
but  he  would  point  out  that  the  goods 
supplied  by  small  traders  were  quite  as 
goody  and  sometimes  a  great  deal  better, 
than  those  supplied  by  large  traders. 
Some  firms  only  traded  upon  their 
namos,  and  supplied  goods  at  a  much 
higher  price  than  they  could  be  pur- 
chased for  at  smaller  places  of  business. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that 
although  there  was  no  open  competition, 
a  certain  number  of  selected  firms 
were  allowed  to  tender.  He  believed 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said  the 
number  was  considerable,  but  he  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  said  that  it  should 
be  universal,  and,  although  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  stated  that  by  that 
system  they  might  get  bad  furniture, 
yet  he  did  not  believe  there  was  a  manu- 
facturing firm  in  the  world  who  would 
be  absolutely  so  foolish  as  to  forfeit 
their  chance  of  supplying  Government 
Offices  by  sending  in  bad  goods ;  but 
even  if  that  should  be  the  case,  those 
who  did  so  could  be  at  once  dismissed. 
He  thought  this  matter  ought  to  be 
probed  to  the  bottom,  as  the  Govern- 
ment in  this  and  other  Departments 
were  acting  on  a  false  system,  the  evils 
of  which,  in  his  opinion,  could  only  be 
remedied  by  adopting  the  principle  of 
open  competition. 

Mr.  CKEMEE  said,  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  had  not  stated  how 
the  firms  were  selected. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  although  there 
was  a  limitation,  yet  ail  firms  of  a 
proper  standing  who  applied  were  of 
course  placed  upon  the  list,  and  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  there  was  no 
favouritism  whatever  in  the  matter.  He 
would  look  again  through  the  list,  and 
see  if  it  would  be  to  the  advantage  of 
the  Public  Service  to  extend  it. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  pointed  out  that 
in  addition  to  the  £16,000  included  in 
the  Vote  then  under  consideration,  there 
was  in  the  Estimates,  as  shown  by  a 
foot-note,  another  sum  of  £32,000  for 
furniture  of  dififerent  Departments, 
making  a  total  of  nearly  £50,000  alto- 
gether for  Government  Offices  under 
contract  with  the  Board  of  Works. 
This  item  was  a  large  one,  and  would 
represent  an  amount  of  furniture  that 


ought  to  be  obtained  from  the  manu« 
facturers  on  the  best  possible  terms. 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  did  not  wish  it  to  go  forth  to  the 
public  that  £50,000  a-year  was  expended 
upon  furniture  in  the  limited  sense  in 
which  the  word  "furniture  "  was  used 
generally.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sheffield  would  look  at 
the  foot-note  to  which  he  had  referred, 
he  would  find  an  item  of  £9,500  for  the 
British  Museum.  That  sum  was  not  for 
furniture  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  chairs 
and  tables,  and  the  like,  but  included 
fittings,  cases,  and  similar  things  re- 
quired for  exhibiting  the  objects  in  the 
museum.  Again,  in  connection  with 
the  Postal  and  Telegraph  Offices  there 
was  an  item  of  £6,130,  which  was  also 
for  fittings.  Supposing  a  new  office  to 
be  taken,  a  certain  sum  of  money  had 
necessarily  to  be  spent  for  providing 
filtingd,  counters,  and  other  requisites 
for  preparing  the  office  for  the  staff  and 
for  the  work  to  be  carried  on  there.  In- 
cluded in  these  items  were  the  necessary 
cost  of  cleaning,  repairing,  and  taking 
care  of  all  the  furniture  supplied.  He 
was  not  finding  fault  with  the  remarks 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite, 
but  merely  rose  for  the  purpose  of 
enabling  the  public  to  understand  that 
the  term  **  furniture  "  was  not  in  these 
Estimates  used  in  the  ordinary  sense. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  quite 
agreed  with  the  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  item  was  not  entirely  composed  of 
what  was  generally  understood  by  the 
term  **  household  furniture."  But, 
nevertheless,  in  the  case  of  the  Post 
Office,  for  instance,  the  charge  went  on 
year  after  year,  and  he  was  business- 
man enough  to  know  that  the  articles 
might  with  very  considerable  advantage 
he  contracted  for  year  by  year  from  the 
best  firms  in  the  wholesale  trade.  There 
was  no  doubt  the  vote  for  the  British 
Museum  was  mainly  for  cases,  but  he 
remembered  a  time  in  the  history  of  the 
Museum  when  it  was  proposed  to  buy 
oases  at  £150  each,  which  were  after- 
wards supplied  at  £50. 

Mr.  a.  SUTHERLAND  (Sutherland) 
said,  he  saw  no  reason  why  contracts  for 
the  supply  of  furniture  should  be  con- 
fined to  London  traders.  The  taxpayers 
of  the  country  were  not  Londoners  alone, 
and  he  did  not  see  why  any  profit  which 
might  bo  made  by  the  supplying  of 
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furniture  to  Govomment  Offices  should 
not  be  distributed  among  country 
traders.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
not  yet  answered  the  question  as  to  how 
many  firms  were  invited  to  tender.  The 
question  was  a  very  pertinent  one,  and 
the  Committee  would  be  glad  to  have 
some  information  upon  it. 

Mr.  LA^BOUOHERE  said,  he  thought 
the  Committee  ouglit  to  have  tLe  names 
of  those  firms.  He  could  not  under- 
stand whether  tho  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury  was  ashamed  of  the  firms  or  whether 
the  firms  themselves  were  ashamed  to  lot 
it  be  known  that  they  supplied  goods  to 
the  public.  He  would  point  out  that 
there  were  two  sorts  of  firms — one  which 
gave  long  credit  and  charged  high  prices, 
the  other  which  dealt  for  ready  money 
and  doing  a  business  on  a  very  large 
scale  and  giving  good  value.  lie  could 
not  see  that  there  was  any  valid  reason 
why  the  names  of  those  firms  should 
not  be  known. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  ho  was  not  at 
all  unwilling  to  give  the  Committee  the 
names  of  the  firms,  but  ho  did  not  carry 
them  in  his  mind.  With  regard  to  the 
tendering  by  Provincial  firms,  ho  might 
say  that  the  furniture  was  supplied  as 
far  as  possible  by  firms  in  the  locality 
in  which  it  was  required — that  furniture 
required  in  London  was  competed  for  in 
London,  and  that  which  was  required  in 
the  country  was  competed  for  among 
firms  in  the  Provinces. 

Mil.  CREMER  said,  that  some  of  the 
items  in  this  Vote  appeared  to  be  old 
friends  in  new  clothes.  He  especially 
asked  for  information  with  regard  to  the 
item  of  £3,700  for  cleaning,  which  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  extravagant  as  well 
as  indefinite.  He  asked  what  were  the 
articles  for  which  this  cleaning  was 
charged ! 

jMr.  PLUNKET  said,  it  was  im- 
possible for  him  to  describe,  or  to  give 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  particulars  of 
all  the  articles  required,  wliich  consisted 
of  brooms  and  other  implements. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  there 
appeared  to  be  every  probability  of  this 
discussion  ending  in  air.  Ho  would 
appeal  to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
who  was  a  business  man,  as  to  whether, 
in  his  own  business,  he  made  out  a  list 
of  firms  from  amonest  whom  alone  he 
invited  competition?  He  ventured  to 
say  that  there  was  no  business  in  the 
world  regulated  on  such  a  principle. 

Mr.  A.  Sutherland 


The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  had  said  that 
his  suspicions  were  anjast,  bathe  woald 
tell  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  in 
business  there  was  only  one  sound  prin- 
ciple, and  thai  was  to  mistrust  every- 
one,  unless  you  had  a  system  which 
made  dishonesty  absolutely  impossible. 
He  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
should  give  the  Committee  an  assurance 
that  the  whole  question  of  confinirg 
contracts  to  a  certain  number  of  firms 
should  be  reconsidered,  and  that  the 
Treasury  should  also  consider  whether 
they  were  bound  by  contracts  entered 
into  under  the  present  system. 

The  FIRST  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smitu)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  had  not  the 
slightest  hesitation  in  saying  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  the  Government  to  see  that 
the  supplies  obtained  for  the  Public 
Service  were  good,  and  that  they  were 
obtained  as  cheaply  as  possible.  With 
regard  to  the  undertaking  asked  for  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  tho  Scotland  Divi« 
sion  of  Liverpool  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor), 
he  had  no  objection  whatever  to  saving 
that  he  would  confer  with  his  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Department, 
in  order  to  see  whether  it  was  possible 
to  imx)rove  the  system  which  now  existed 
with  regard  to  the  supply  of  furniture. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  the  reply 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  per- 
fectly satisfactory.  There  was  only  one 
small  point  that  he  had  now  to  refer  to 
in  connection  with  this  Vote,  and  ho 
asked  the  Patronage  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  on  what  principle  the  adver- 
tisements inviting  tenders  were  dis- 
tributed. 

The  patronage  SEORETART 
TO  THE  TREASURY  (Mr.  Akers- 
DouGLAs)  (Kent,  St.  Augustine's)  said, 
that  a  list  was  prepared  of  certain  news- 
papers in  which  Government  advertise- 
ments were  inserted,  inviting  tenders  for 
the  supply  of  articles  to  certain  Offices. 
He  should,  on  Notice  of  the  Question,  be 
glad  to  give  the  matter  further  attention. 
The  subject  was  now  under  consideration, 
and  it  was  quite  possible  that  the  other 
Offices  would  be  made  responsible  for 
advertisements  inserted  relating  to  sup- 
plies for  those  Offices. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  that  a 
question  was  recently  raised  in  the 
House  of  Commons  with  regard  to  the 
manner  in  which  advertisements  were 
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distributed  in  Ireland.  On  that  occasion 
a  Circular  was  produced,  which  made  a 
distinction  in  the  matter  of  distribution 
of  advertisements  as  between  journals 
which  were  favourable  and  journals 
which  were  unfavourable  to  the  existing 
Government.  He  now  asked  whether 
the  distribution  of  advertisements  in 
England  was  entirely  free  from  anything 
of  that  sort  ? 

Mr.  AKERS- DOUGLAS  said,  the 
one  desire  of  the  Treasury  was  to  get 
newspapers  most  suited  for  the  class  of 
advertisements  intended  to  be  inserted, 
duo  regard  being  paid  to  the  amount  of 
their  circulation. 

Mr.  LABOUOHERE  asked  if  the  list 
ever  changed  ? 

Mr.  AKERS  -  DOUGLAS  said,  he 
was  not  able  to  answer  that  question 
without  Notice.  The  list  which  he  found 
in  the  Office  had  been  revised  from  time 
to  time. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  wished  to 
say  a  word  or  two  on  this  question. 

The  CnAIRMAN  pointed  out  that 
the  discussion  was  taking  a  very  wide 
range. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(8.)  £203,514,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Revenue  Department  Buildings, 
Great  Britain. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  this  Vote  was  one  for  public  build- 
ings, and  it  contained  a  vast  expenditure 
for  post  offices  all  over  the  country. 
Now,  he  thought  it  a  very  questionable 
thing  whether  the  system  commenced  by 
Mr.  Fawcett  of  building  these  post 
offices  all  over  the  country  was  the  right 
one.  He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  went  into  a 
small  country  town,  and  he  found  there 
a  splendid  building,  far  in  excess  of 
what  they  would  think  the  requirements 
of  the  place  demanded,  with  the  words 
**  Post  Office  "  stuck  up  over  it.  Before 
these  buildings  were  erected  the  accom- 
modation required  by  the  post  office  was 
obtained  in  houses,  which  were  hired. 
He  should  think  by  enlarging  such 
places  to  meet  the  growing  require- 
ments of  the  post  office,  even  with  the 
new  parcels  post,  in  country  towns 
sufficient  accommodation  could  be  pro- 
cured, and  the  country  ^ould  be  saved 
the  expense  of  these  large  new  buildings. 
It  used  to  be  said  that  fools  built  houses 
for  wise  men  to  live  in  them,  and  it 
seemed  to  Mm  that  that  time  had  come 


again.  They  knew  that  rents  had  gone 
down  in  almost  every  country  town,  and 
also  in  London  ;  and  it  seemed  to  him 
that  it  would  be  far  better  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  up  as  far  as  they 
possibly  could  this  system  of  building 
their  post  offices,  and  to  adopt  the  system 
of  renting  in  these  country  towns  one  of 
the  very  many  buildings  which  were  to 
be  found  to  let.  There  was  another 
point  to  which  he  desired  to  call  atten- 
tion. He  found  that  in  one  town  they 
frequently  saw  a  post  office  much  larger 
and  infinitely  better  than  the  post  office 
in  another  town  of  similar  size,  and  he 
also  found  frequently  in  towns  of  the 
same  size  that  a  district  post  office  in  one 
place  was  a  very  much  finer  building 
than  that  in  another  place,  although 
there  might  be  exactly  the  same  amount 
of  work  to  do.  He  should  like  the  Go- 
vernment to  give  some  explanation  on 
these  matters.  If  it  was  thought  desir- 
able to  go  on  building  these  new  post 
offices,  on  what  conditions  were  they  to 
be  built  ?  He  thought  that  the  same 
principle  they  endeavoured  to  inculcate 
upon  the  Treasury  upon  another  Vote 
just  now  should  be  applied  in  regard  to 
these  matters.  "Was  there  any  con- 
tract ? 

The  first  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) :  Yes. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE :  There  is.  Then 
is  it  advertised  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  :  Yes,  it  is. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE:  Then  is  it 
given  to  the  lowest  tender  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET:  Usually,  but  not 
always. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  if  it  was  not 
given  to  the  lowest  tender,  then  they 
knew  how  these  things  were  done,  and 
unless  the  greatest  care  was  exercised 
in  these  matters  unnecessary  expen- 
diture was  incurred.  Where  contracts 
were  confined  to  a  few  persons,  and 
those  persons  knew  that  they  had  the 
whole  thing  in  their  own  hands,  they 
agreed  amongst  themselves  not  to  cut 
each  other  out,  and  in  that  way  a  great 
deal  of  money  was  wasted.  He  did  not 
think  the  Government  should  build 
these  new  post  offices  at  all ;  but  if  they 
did  he  questioned  whether,  under  the 
existing  system,  they  were  obtaining  them 
with  their  fittings  as  cheaply  as  they 
might  be  obtained.  Was  there  any 
tender  invited  for  fittings  ?    He  did  not 
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806  that  fumituro  came  undor  this 
head.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson) 
had  told  them  that  the  furniture  item 
was  a  very  large  one  for  public  build- 
ings., because  it  included  fittings ;  but  if 
that  were  the  casein  the  present  instance, 
the  Vote  would  be  excessively  small. 
Then,  again,  he  thought  that  £()4,500 
was  an  enormous  sum  to  be  used  for 
adapting  Coldbath  Pields  Prison  into  a 
General  Parcel  Post  Depot.  What  were 
they  going  to  build  there  ;  was  it  to  be 
a  General  Parcel  Post  Depot  for  the 
whole  country  ?  [Mr.  Plunket  as- 
sented.] The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  nodded,  so 
that  he  might  take  him  as  answering  in 
the  affirmative.  But  they  had  a  Parcel 
Post  Depot  now,  he  supposed,  and 
were  able  to  got  on  without  such  an 
enormous  building  as  would  be  put  on 
the  site  of  this  prison.  lie  did  not 
think  any  part  of  this  scheme  would 
boar  inquiry,  and  he  should  like  to  have 
replies  to  tho  various  queries  he  had 
put. 

Mil.  PLUNKET  said,  that  the  pro- 
cess of  producing  a  post  office  was  this. 
When  the  Postmaster  General  was  satis- 
fied that  the  work  of  the  post  office  in 
any  place,  whether  in  the  Metropolis  or 
tho  Provinces,  had  outgrown  the  accom- 
modation provided  in  the  existing  build- 
ing, he  applied  to  the  Office  of  Works 
in  the  first  place,  generally  speaking,  to 
know  whether  it  was  possible,  by  adapta- 
tion or  addition  to  the  existing  building, 
to  find  the  accommodation  for  the  in- 
creased requirements  of  his  depart- 
ment. Then  a  surveyor  from  tho  Office 
of  Works,  who  was  in  charge  of 
the  particular  district,  inquired  into 
the  matter  to  ascertain  whether  it 
was  possible  as  an  economical  step  to 
provide  tho  accommodation  by  enlarging 
tho  existing  building.  If  he  reported 
that  that  could  bo  done,  of  course  the 
existing  building  was  enlarged.  But  if, 
on  the  contrary,  the  surveyor  reported 
that  it  was  not  possible,  and  would  not 
bo  an  economical  way  of  dealing  with 
the  matter  to  alter  the  existing 
arrangements,  it  was  necessary  to 
provide  new  premises,  and  the  surveyor, 
generally  speaking,  prepared  plans  on — 
he  must  say — the  most  modest  and  un- 
ostentatious scale,  which  were  submitted 
to  tho  Office  of  Works,  and  afterwards 
referred  to  the  Treasury.     Tho  result  of 
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the  triangular  duel  whioli  took  place 
between  the  Post  Office,  the  Office  of 
Works,  and  the  Treasury,  was  that  a 
plan  was  approved,  and  tenders  were 
invited  from  builders  for  carrying  out  the 
plans  so  approved  of.  That  was  the 
course  usually  adopted.  He  bad  no 
doubt  that  it  would  be  far  more  ex- 
pensive to  change  this  method  of  pro- 
ceeding and  revert  to  the  old  plan  of 
hiring  premises.  That  was  always  a 
most  expensive  system — that  of  hiring 
the  houses  used  for  public  offices.  This, 
he  thought,  covered  the  whole  ground  of 
the  hon.  Member's  remarks.  When  it 
was  decided  to  erect  a  new  building,  yery 
frequently  delay  occurred  owing  to  the 
difficulty  of  obtaining  a  satisfactory 
site. 

Mil.  LABOUCHERE:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  hq^  made  no  reply  as  to 
fittings. 

Mil.  PLUNKET  said,  that  a  certain 
amount  had  been  obtained  in  the  Tote 
just  passed  for  fittings.  There  was  in 
tho  Yote  just  passed  an  item  of  £6,000 
for  fittings  in  the  Post  Office  and  Post 
Office  Telegraph  Departments,  and  if 
these  fittings  were  in  the  nature  of 
structural  arrangements  they  would  be 
carried  out  under  contract.  Other  fittings 
were  obtained  by  tender,  as  ho  had 
explained  in  connection  with  the  last 
Veto. 

Sir  WALTEE  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  said,  he  thought  it  would  be 
more  convenient  if  they  had  the  Post- 
master General  present  during  the  con- 
sideration of  a  Veto  of  this  kind.  He 
should  like  to  know  if  this  system  of 
building  now  post  offices,  instead  of 
hiring  buildings  for  tho  purpose,  was 
now  being  universally  adopted  in  this 
country  whore  additional  accommodation 
was  required?  Until  recently  retail 
shops  had  been  employed  as  post  offices 
in  many  districts,  tho  Post  Office  Au- 
thorities considering  that  such  buildings 
wore  sufficiently  good  for  their  purpose, 
without  going  to  the  expense  of  erecting 
new  buildings.  There  were  many  towns 
with  as  large  a  population  as  15,000  to 
18,000  where  the  work  of  tho  post  office 
was  carried  on  in  connection  with  retail 
shops,  greatly  to  the  detriment  of  com- 
fort and  efficiency.  That  method  was 
one  which  ho  thought  tho  Poet  Office 
ought  to  put  a  stop  to.  Then  there  was 
a  great  deal  of  extravaganco  in  the 
matter  of  building  new  post  offices.    In 
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the  town  of  Birmingham^  for  instance, 
thore  was  a  Vote  to  bo  taken  for  the  erec- 
tion of  a  new  head  office  there.  A  few 
years  ago  some  £40,000  was  spent  in  the 
construction  of  a  building  which  was  an 
eyesore,  a  equat  block,  one  of  the  most 
ugly  buildings  erected  in  modern  times. 
He  had  never  seen  anything  surpass- 
ing it  in  ugliness,  and  he  did  not  know 
anything  which  approached  it  for  in- 
convenience. The  public  had  to  go  on 
one  side  of  it  to  obtain  stamps,  then  to 
descend  a  steep  street,  very  dangerous 
in  slippery  weather,  to  another  part  of 
the  building  in  order  to  post  their 
letters.  The  present  Vote  included 
£53,000  for  a  new  head  office  for  Bir- 
mingham. He  thought  a  little  fore- 
Bight  would  have  prevented  this  expen- 
diture. Certainly,  in  no  private  concern 
would  an  expenditure  of  £40,000  have 
been  incurred  upon  one  building,  and 
a  few  years  later  an  expenditure  of 
£53,000  be  proposed  for  a  now  building 
to  take  its  place.  That  method  of 
epending  public  money  ought  to  be 
checked  by  every  possible  criticism 
which  could  be  brought  to  bear  upon  the 
Estimates  in  the  Ilouse  of  Commons. 
That  was  one  of  the  points  ho  wished  to 
call  especial  attention  to.  Another  point 
was  this  item  of  £295  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  spend  on  High  Street,  Bir- 
mingham. That,  he  supposed,  was  for 
the  repair  or  alteration  of  some  build- 
ing which  had  either  been  hired  or  re- 
cently bought ;  and  the  item  of  £2,250 
for  Smethwick  was,  he  presumed,  for  a 
new  building? 

Mb.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.) 
said,  that  before  this  Vote  was  taken 
there  was  one  point  to  which  allusion 
had  been  made  in  previous  years,  but 
which  came  out  with  much  greater 
force  in  the  present  Estimate,  which 
he  thought  required  some  explanation, 
and  that  was  the  extraordinary  manner 
in  which  the  Estimates  were  made  for 
the  post  offices  in  and  around  London. 
He  would  take  eight  different  examples 
in  this  Vote.  There  was  the  proposed 
J. est  office  at  Finsbury  Park,  the  total 
expenditure  upon  which  was  to  be 
£2,500,  but  £5,000  had  been  already 
voted  for  it,  and  it  was  not  finished, 
only  £1,100  having  been  spent.  In  this 
case,  twice  as  much  as  the  original 
Estimate  had  been  already  voted.  Just 
below  that  item  there  was  another  for 
the  post  office  at  Hackney.  The  total  cost 


of  that  office  was  put  down  in  the  revised 
Estimates  at  £2,100,  but  the  amount 
already  voted  was  £4,200,  and  only  £700 
had  been  spent.  Just  below  that,  again, 
there  was  the  post  office  at  Heme  Hill, 
in  which  the  amount  to  be  expended 
was  £1,000,  but  already  £2,000  had 
been  voted,  and  £700  spent.  Below  that 
there  was  the  case  of  Leytonstone,  the 
Estimate  being  £2,100,  and  the  amount 
voted  £4,000.  Nothing  had  been  spent 
up  to  the  3l8t  December  last.  In  the  case 
of  the  London  Bridge  post  office  the 
Estimate  was  £12,500,  and  the  amount 
voted  £22.000,  with  £3,000  spent.  In 
the  case  of  "Wandsworth,  the  total 
Estimate  was  £5,000,  and  the  amount 
voted  £10,000,  but  nothing  had  been 
spent;  and  in  the  case  of  Wimbledon, 
whilst  the  amount  estimated  was  only 
£3,000,  the  amount  voted  was  £8,700, 
and  only  £500  spent.  All  these 
cases  were  in  one  district — that  was 
to  say,  the  Metropolitan  district,  and  he 
thought  some  explanation  was  due  from 
the  Government  as  to  why  these  Votes 
appeared  in  such  a  shape.  In  each 
case  the  amount  spent  was  twice  or  three 
times  the  amount  originally  estimated. 
This  was  not  a  new  complaint.  He 
(Mr.  Childers)  complained  of  it  some 
years  ago,  and  he  had  expressed  a 
hope  that  a  remedy  would  be  found ; 
but,  in  spite  of  what  he  had  said,  the 
evil  which  he  had  pointed  out  was 
going  on  worse  than  ever.  He  thought 
the  Committee  were  entitled  to  somo 
explanation  as  to  what  official  was 
responsible  in  the  matter,  and  whether 
it  was  not  possible  to  put  an  end  to 
this  inconvenient  system  of  voting  large 
sums  and  not  spending  them,  but  ap- 
plying the  votes  to  other  buildings. 
The  system  was  very  inconvenient  both 
to  the  Treasury  and  to  Parliament,  and 
he  thought  some  reason  should  be 
given  for  the  irregularity,  and  a  pro- 
mise that  it  should  be  avoided  for  the 
future. 

The  SECEETAEY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (hlr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down  had  overlooked 
one  rather  important  explanation  which 
appeared  on  the  face  of  the  Estimate. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  quoted 
several  instances  in  which  he  had  re- 
ferred to  the  total  amount  voted  mean- 
ing the  total  amount  which  it  was 
intended  to  spend 
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Mr.  CniLDERS  :  No ;  I  gave  both 
the  estimated  cost  and  the  actual  Votes 
separately. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  that  the  total 
amount  which  it  was  intended  to  spend 
was  given  in  the  second  column.     The 
total   amount    voted    was    simply    the 
amount   of   a  number  of  Votes  taken 
which  made   these    largo    sums.     The 
explanation  was  that  these  sums  were 
simply  sums  voted  and  re-voted.     Tho 
totals  in  the  column  in  which  the  amount 
voted  and  re-voted  were  in  excess  not 
only  of  the  original  Estimate  and  the 
revised  Estimate,  but  also  of  the  actual 
cost  of  the  work,  and  therefore  to  that 
extent  it  was  somewhat  misleading.    It 
should  be  remembered   that  the  gross 
amount  that  appeared  in  that  column  as 
voted  and  ro-voted  did  not  represent  the 
actual   amount   spent   on    a  particular 
work.     The  explanation  of  it  was  that  at 
the  time  at  which  the  Estimates  were 
prepared,  tho  Post  Office  had  sent  in  a 
demand  that  they  required  a  post  office 
in  such  and   such   a   district.     As  the 
right  hon.   Gentleman  had  truly  said, 
this   largely  appeared   in   the   London 
district.  "Well,  during  tho  last  few  years 
there  had  been   a   largo   extension   of 
business,  not  only  in  the  London  dis- 
trict, but  in  other  districts;  and  there 
had  also  been  a  large  re- arrangement  of 
business,  if  ho  might  say  so,   and  the 
only  explanation  he  could  give  of  the 
appearance  the  Vote  presented  was  that 
certain  post  offices  upon  which  it  was 
expected  the  money  would  be  expended  in 
the  coming  6nancial  year  when  the  Votes 
were  originally  agreed  to  had  not  been 
erected.     The  work  had  been  delayed 
for  some  reason  or  other,  and  the  result 
had  been  that  there  had  been  several 
re-votes.     Keference  had  been  made  to 
the  large  cost  of  the  offices  at  Birming- 
ham,    "Well,  there  was  no  doubt  that 
the  post  office   at  Birmingham  would 
prove  to  be  an  exceedingly  costly  busi- 
ness.    In   the  first  place  the  site  had 
been   extremely  costly,    and   then   the 
building  would  also  be  very  costly,  be- 
cause  the   conveniences   and   arrange- 
ments to  be  made  with  a  view  to  giving 
easy  access  to  the  railways  would  entail 
very  elaborate  plans.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchero) 
had  referred  to  tho  desirability  of  rent- 
ing offices  wherever  it  was  practicable, 
lie   dared  not  appeal  to  the  previous 
experience  of  the  Chairman,  but  if  ho 


had  been  able  to  do  bo  no  doubt  the 
right    hon.    Oentleman    would    have 
agreed  that  this  was  a  subject  which 
had  been  constantly  agitating  the  minds 
of  Financial  Secretaries  to  the  Treasury. 
The  Post  Office  business  was  an  enor- 
mously growing  business.    It  had  been 
largely  added  to  during  recent  years  by 
the  enormous  development  of  the  parcels 
post  work,  and  then,  again,  there  was  a 
demand  which  they  could  not  complain 
of,  on  the  part  of  the  public  that  when 
they  woro  going  to  build  a  post  office 
in  a  town  thoy  should  build  it  in  the 
most  central  and  most  convenient  place. 
As  a  rule  that  involved  the  purchase  of 
property  in  a  central  part  which  was 
not  vacant  land ;  and  very  often  the 
site  that  was  built  upon  was  a  site  with 
regard  to  which  they  had  to  pay  com- 
pensation not  only  to  the  people  whose 
houses  of  business  they  had  pulled  do  wo, 
but  also  to  the  people  whose  businesses 
they     had     destroyed.      He     thought 
the    Post    Office    could    hardly  resist 
the    consideration    urged    upon    them 
that     the    first    thing    to     be     done 
when  a  post  office  was  erected,   was 
tho  selection   of  the  most  convenient 
site  for  it.      He  said  at  once  that  he 
sympathized  with  the  view  which  had 
been  expressed  by  hon.  Members  that 
the   expense   of    these    buildings    was 
growing  at  an  enormous  rate.  Ho,  how- 
ever, saw  no  means  of  remedying  that 
state  of  things,  and  he  did  not  think  the 
suggestion  of   the    hon.    Member  for 
Northampton  was  a    practicable    one, 
because,  in  the  first  place,  if  they  wanted 
to  do  their  business  economically,  they 
must  have  a  building  specially  prepared 
to  suit  the  business  they  had  to  do,  and 
in  the  next  place  they  must  have  it  con- 
venient to  the  public,  and   they  must 
have  it    healthy  for  the  servants  who 
were  going  to  work  in  it.     "When  one 
visited  some  of  these  post  offices — as  it 
had  been  his  duty  to  do  from  time  to 
timo — and  saw  the  crowded  condition  ia 
which  the  people  were  working,  it  was 
quite  evident  that    in   the   future   the 
House  of  Commons  must  look  to  the 
expenditure  on  post  office  buildings  as 
being  ono  rather  of  an  increasing  than 
a  decreasing  character.     But   he  could 
assure  hon.  Gentlemen  that  every  one 
of  these  cases  went  through  a  most  tho- 
rough sifting,  first  by  tho  officer  of  the 
Board  of  "Works,  by  whom  the  plans 
Avero  prepared  on  tho  instruction  of  the 
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Post  Office,  and  next  by  the  Treasury, 
to  which  the  plans  and  estimatas  of  the 
cost  were  submitted ;  and  all  he  could  say 
was  that,  struggle  as  they  did  from  time 
to  time  to  cut  down  both  the  cost  of  the 
sites  and  the  buildings,  one  was  almost 
inevitably  forced  to  the  conclusion  that 
when    they  were    dealing  with   public 
buildings,   or    buildings  belonging   to 
public  departments  which    had  to  be 
nsed  by  thousands  of  people,  they  must 
liavo  regard  to  the  convenience  of  the 
public,     to    the    permanence    of    the 
building,  and  the  health  of  the  persons 
who  were  going  to  occupy  it.     If  they 
were  to  comply  with  these  conditions,  it 
was  impossible  to  be  niggardly  in  their 
expenditure.    The  Committee  would  re- 
member that  Coldbath  Fields  Prison  had 
been  closed  as  a  prison.  The  site,  therefore, 
became  available  for  some  other  purpose. 
The  post  office  requirements  in  London 
had,  as  he  had  already  said,  been  grow- 
ing at  an  enormous  rate.     A  site  having 
been  acquired,  plans  had  been  prepared 
for  the  building  of  a  new  post  office  at 
St.  Martin's-le-Qrand.     This  would  be 
called    **  General  Post    Office  North." 
He  could  not  say  what  the  cost  of  the 
building  would  be,  because  up  to  the 
present  they  had  only  acquired  the  site 
and  prepared  the  plans ;  they  had  not 
got  estimates   for  the   building  itself. 
But  they  had  been   warned   for   some 
time  that  a  very  considerable  extension 
would  be  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
the  Parcels  Post,  even  when  the  addi- 
tional accommodation  which  was  now  in 
course  of  being  provided  had  been  pro- 
vided.    He  ought  to  eay  that  the  build- 
ing which  was  about  to  be  constructed 
at    St.    Martin's -le- Grand    would    bo 
largely,  almost  entirely,   occupied   for 
what  might  be  termed  clerical  work.    A 
very  considerable  portion  of  the  parcels 
post  work  in  London  was  carried  on  at 
the  old  General  Post  Office  in  St.  Mar- 
tin*8-le-Grand,  and  almost  entirely  car- 
ried on  in  the  basement  of  the  building. 
The  accommodation  had  become  much 
too  small  for,  the  requirements  of  the 
Post    Office,    and    the  Treasury    were 
pressed  to  ^ive  sanction  for  the  acquisi- 
tion of  several  sites  and  for  the  provi- 
sion   of  several  buildings   in   different 
parts  of  London  for  tho  purpose  of  con- 
ducting the  Parcels  Post.     In  addition 
to  the  buildings  which  the  Post  Office 
liad,  and  which  were  known  as  ordinary 
post  office  buildings,   the   Post   Office 


rented  several  buildings.  A  great  deal 
of  the  accommodation  which  they  rented 
was  at  the  large  railway  stations  in 
London.  The  suggestion  was  made  that 
in  view  of  tho  growing  business  which 
was  coming  to  the  Post  Office  by  reason 
of  the  Parcels  Post  and  by  reason  of 
the  peculiarly  favourable  situation  which 
Coldbath  Fields  Prison  occupied,  being 
in  the  direct  route  to  the  railway  sta- 
tions by  which  the  far  larger  portion  of 
the  parcels  work  from  London  was  done, 
the  Government  should  seriously  con- 
sider the  question  of  handing  over  the 
site  of  Coldbath  Fields  Prison  to  the 
Post  Office  authorities  for  the  purpose 
of  establishing  there  a  central  depot 
where  most  of  tho  parcels  post  work  of 
London  could  bo  done.  The  question 
was  very  carefully  considered,  and  even- 
tually the  Treasury  came  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  the  suggestion  was  one  which 
ought  to  be  adopted,  and  it  had  been 
adopted.  He  reminded  the  Committee 
of  the  position  and  the  condition  of  the 
streets  at  the  entrance  to  the  Post  Office 
of  St.  Martin's- le-Grand.  Some  statis- 
tics bearing  upon  the  traffic  there  had 
been  obtained,  from  which  it  appeared 
that  as  many  as  700  carts  engaged  in 
parcels  post  work  crossed  the  street  at  the 
entrance  to  the  Post  Office  every  day. 
Every  Member  of  the  Committee  would 
admit  at  once  that  in  the  interest  of  the 
traffic  of  London  it  was  extremely  de- 
sirable if  it  were  possible  to  remove  so 
great  an  obstruction  to  the  traffic  at  such 
a  crowded  part  of  the  City.  But  there 
was  another  reason  why  the  suggestion 
should  be  adopted.  There  were  at  Cold- 
bath Fields  nearly  nine  acres  of  land. 
Tho  Post  Office  required  in  the  first  in- 
stance five  acres,  and  the  way  in  which 
the  case  presented  itself  to  him  was 
that  if  it  wcs  necessary  for  the  pur- 
pose of  their  business  to  secure  so  large 
a  space  as  five  acres  in  one  particular 
district  of  London,  what  would  it  cost 
them  to  get  it.  The  estimated  value  of 
the  site  of  the  Coldbath  Fields  Prison 
was  £100,000,  or,  in  round  figures,  be- 
tween £10,000  and  £12,000  per  acre. 
But  he  maintained  that  if  they  wanted 
to  get  five  acres  of  land  in  any  conve- 
nient spot  for  post  office  purposes,  not 
£10,000  an  acre,  but  £100,000  an  acre 
would  have  been  much  nearer  the  cost. 
It  therefore  seemed  to  him  the  argument 
was  conclusive  that  if  the  business  re- 
quired that  the  site  should  be  given  to 
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tlio  Post  Office,  tho  Government  could 
not  do  Letter  than  hand  it  over.  They 
handed  the  eite  over,  and  enabled  tho 
Post  Office  Authorities  to  take  posses- 
sion of  it  before  the  crush  of  business 
during  tho  last  Christmas  season.  He 
had  henrd  that  tho  convenience  of  deal- 
ing with  tho  i-arccls  post  business  at  this 
particular  ct?ntre  and  the  relief  given 
to  other  dibtuLts  of  London  had  been 
ver}^  great  indeed.  Indeed,  one  important 
official  had  said  to  him — "It  is  tho  best 
thing  that  has  ever  been  done  fur  the 
Po5t  Office  since  I  have  been  connected 
with  it."  Tho  decision  to  hand  over  the 
site  to  tho  Postal  Authorities  was  como 
to  after  most  careful  consideration.  Ex- 
perience had  proved  the  wisdom  of  tho 
decision.  It  would  not  only  be  possible 
in  tho  future  to  concentrate  all  the 
parcels  post  business  at  this  particular 
spot,  but  to  utilize  it  for  many  other 
post  office  purposes,  and  for  somo  tele- 
graphic purposes.  Ho  believed  it  was 
inteudoJ,  for  instance,  to  uso  it  as  a 
place  whore  all  returned  parcels  should 
be  dealt  with,  and  where  what  were 
known  as  dead  letters  should  be  dealt 
with.  He  ought  also  to  say  there  would 
bo  effected,  when  the  schonio  was  com- 
plete, a  considerable  annual  saving,  be- 
cause already  notice  had  boon  given  to 
tho  Great  Northern  Company  that  tlio 
Post  Office  would  give  up  possession  of 
u  building  belonging  to  them,  and  for 
which  a  rent  of  £800  or  £000  a-year 
had  been  paid.  Ho  believed  he  was 
correct  in  saying  that  it  was  intended  to 
do  at  Cold  bath  Fields  work  which  was 
now  done  in  other  premises,  the  total 
rental  of  which  amounted  to  more  than 
£3,000  a-year. 

Mr.  "WOODALL  (Hanley)  said,  he 
gathered  from  tho  explanation  of  tho 
hon.  Gentleman  that  tho  site  was  at 
present  used  principally  for  clerical 
Avork  in  connection  with  tho  parcels 
post. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  that  what  ho 
stated  was  that  tho  building  which  it 
was  now  proposed  to  build  at  St. 
Martiii*s-lo-(irand,  and  which  would  }«o 
Tilled  (ienoral  l?<):^t  Ollico  North,  would 
be  used  almost  entirely  for  clerical 
work. 

Mr.  WOODALL  asltod  if  thoy  wore 
to  understand  that  tho  Coldbath  Fields 
premises  would  bo  in  direct  communica- 
tion with  tho  Underground  Railway  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  :  Not  at  present. 

JUr,  Jachon 


Mr.  WOODALL:   Is  that   contem- 
plated ? 

Mr.  JACKSON :  Not  at  present. 

MB.CAUSTON(8outhwark,  W.)8aid, 
he  was  very  sorry  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Postmaster  General  (Mr. 
Eaikes)  was  not  present,  beoause  he 
desired  to  urge  him  to  reconsider  the 
answer  ho  gave  tho  other  day  with 
regard  to  the  telegraphic  arrangements 
at  St.  Martin's-le-Grand.  There  was  no 
doubt  that  the  commercial  men  of  the 
Kingdom  wore  very  anxious  with  regard 
to  what  appeared  to  them  to  be  the  very 
unsatisfactory  state  of  the  telegraphic 
arrangements  at  St.  Martin's* lo- Grand. 
He  asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Postmaster  General  the  other  day 
whether  it  was  true  that  nearly  70  p€r 
cent  of  tho  telegrams  of  the  United 
Kingdom  passed  through  St.  Martin's- 
le*  Grand,  and  that  the  two  top  floors  of 
the  office  were  above  the  high  pressure 
water  main.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
replied  that  50  per  cent  of  the  telegrams 
of  tho  United  Kingdom  passed  through 
St.  Martin's-lo-Grand,  but  that  only  the 
top  floor  was  above  tho  high  pressure 
main.  That  was  a  very  unsatisfactory 
state  of  things,  because  it  was  easy  to 
concc'ivo  that  if  a  fire  occurred  at  the 
ofRco  tho  whole  telegraphic  arrange- 
ments of  the  country  might  be  npsei. 
The  light  hon.  Gentleman  the  Post- 
master General  had  said  that  the  build- 
ing was  fire  proof  and  that  no  alterations 
wero  contemplated.  This  was  a  favonr- 
able  opportunity  for  drawing  the  atten- 
tion of  tho  Government  to  the  fact  that 
the  telegraphic  arrangements  were  in 
a  very  critical  state.  Any  day  nught 
bring  a  disaster,  and  the  Government 
might  be  severely  blamed  for  not  having 
paid  attention  to  the  matter.  He  urged 
tho  Govornment  to  take  the  matter  into 
their  consideration. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  tho  growth  of  the  Post  Office 
was  a  matter  of  such  general  interest 
and  vast  importance  that  he  hesitated 
to  crilieizo  anything  but  tho  grants  for 
bniMings.  That,  liowover,  was  a  point 
in  regard  to  which  thcro  might  be  a 
great  dcul  of  extravagance.  He  ro^e 
particularly  to  draw  attention  to  the 
item  of  £14,800  taken  for  tho  poet  office 
at  Bristol.  lie  ui/dcrstcod  from  the 
account  before  him  that  £3,940  of  that 
amount  was  to  bo  spent  this  year.  Was 
that  so  ? 
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Mr.  KIMBEE  (Wandsworth)  said, 
lio  desired  to  put  a  question  to  tbo 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  respect  to  the 
post  office^at  Wandsworth.  For  two 
euccessive  years  £5,000  had  been  taken 
for  a  new  post  office  at  Wandsworth, 
but  had  never  been  spent.  Last  year  it 
was  said  that  no  site  could  be  ob- 
tained. He  believed  his  constituents 
had  sent  in  a  number  of  sites  to  the 
Postmaster  General  at  his  request.  He 
should  be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  say  he  had  now  selected  a 
site. 

Mr.  CREMEE  (Shoreditch,  Hag- 
gereton)  said,  he  wished  to  ask  how 
the  Estimates  in  the  cases  of  the  53 
works  referred  to  in  the  Vote  were 
obtained?  Were  they  obtained  by 
open  tender,  and  could  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  give  approximately  the 
number  of  builders  engaged  upon  the 
works  ?  The  experience  of  the  Lon- 
don School  Board  as  to  the  danger  of 
allowing  buildings  to  be  constructed 
by  two  or  three  contractors  was  such 
that  the  Committeo  would  do  well  to 
avoid  falling  into  the  same  error. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  could  answer 
very  satisfactorily  the  question  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Cremer)  had  put.  The 
greatestoare  was  taken  to  give  every  pub- 
licity that  tenders  were  invited  and  to  se- 
cure that,  if  in  the  first  instance  only  a 
small  number  of  tenders  was  received, 
every  effort  should  be  made  to  obtain  an 
increased  number.  He  had  in  his  mind 
at  the  moment  the  case  of  luvernesa. 
Tenders  were  publicly  invited,  but  the 
estimates  for  the  work  were  so  largely 
in  excess  of  the  original  estimate  that 
the  Treasury  refused  in  the  first  instance 
to  sanction  the  amount.  Further  in- 
quiries were  instituted  and  every  effort 
made  to  get  additional  competition.  Ho 
believed  that  in  nearly  every  case, 
unless  there  was  some  substantial 
reason  why  it  should  not  bo  so,  the 
lowest  tender  was  accepted.  In  every 
case  there  was  open  competition,  and  the 
Department  took  ever}'  care  that  the 
work  was  efficient]}'  as  well  as  economi- 
cally performed.  Ho  assured  hon. 
Members  that  the  Department  was  very 
desirous  to  keep  as  far  as  they  could 
within  their  original  estimates,  but  very 
often,  even  after  tenders  were  received, 
it  was  necessary  to  make  alterations  in 
the  plans.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Bristol  (Mr.  Handel  Gossham)  had 
a^ ked  what  amount  was  to  be  expended 


at  Bristol  in  the  coming  year.  The 
amount  which  it  was  expected  would  be 
expended  at  Bristol  during  the  current 
year  was  £8,000--£5,4C0  in  respect  of 
the  post  services,  and  £2,600  for  the 
telegraphs.  He  need  not  remind  the 
hon.  Member  that  that  was  merely  a 
sub-division  of  the  total  sum  for  the 
purpose  of  keeping  the  accounts  of 
the  post  office  and  telegraph  services 
separate. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  that  as  re- 
gards the  post  office  at  Wandsworth  the 
Postal  Authorities  had  not  yet  been  able 
to  obtain  a  suitable  site.  They  were 
doing  the  best  they  could  to  get  one,  and 
were  most  anxious  to  provide  new  postal 
accommodation  there.  Of  course,  until 
a  site  had  been  acquired  the  money 
taken  could  not  bo  expended. 

Mr.  TQMBER  asked,  how  it  was  that 
£700wa8expected  to  be  expended  during 
the  current  year  ? 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  the  authori- 
ties lived  in  hope  that  a  site  would  be 
obtained.  If  a  site  were  obtained  they 
would  proceed  to  prepare  the  necessary 
plans  at  once.  His  hon.  Friend  would 
bo  tho  first  in  tho  interest  of  his  con- 
stituents to  require  that  the  work  should 
be  pushed  on. 

Mr.  KIMBEE  said,  that  £700  would 
certainly  not  cover  the  cost  of  the  site 
required.  If  the  authorities  lived  in 
hope  of  acquiring  a  site,  why  did  thoy 
not  take  a  sum  sufficient  to  cover  the 
cost  of  it  ? 

Mr.  SYDNEY  GEDGE  (Stockport) 
wished  to  say,  in  reference  to  the  re- 
marks of  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Haggerston  Division  of  Shoreditch  (Mr. 
Cremer),  that  it  was  not  the  case  that 
the  School  Board  of  London  only  em- 
ployed two  or  three  contractors,  and  that 
tho  result  had  been  unsatisfactory.  They 
formerly  employed  as  contractor  any  re- 
spectable builder  who  got  his  name  on 
the  Board's  list.  For  years  they  never 
had  leas  than  eight  or  10  builders 
tendering  for  a  particular  school.  Lately 
they  had  thrown  the  tenders  entirely 
open,  and  it  was  very  doubtful  whether 
thoy  had  gained  tlioreby.  Tho  Board 
Schools  had  been  very  economically 
built  considering  the  accommodation 
thoy  afforded  and  their  durable  cha- 
racter. 

Sir  WALTER  FGSTER  said,  ho 
was  slightly  misunderstood  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  with  reference  to  the  ex- 
penditure at  Birmingham.     He  did  not 
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complain  of  the  amount  of  money  to  be 
spent,  but  complained  of  the' fact  that  it 
was  necessary  after  so  short  an  interval 
to  build  another  post  ofhcc.  As  a  matter 
of  fact  the  stones  of  tlie  present  ofHce  had 
hardly  had  time  to  bo  discoloured  by  the 
smoke.  lie  quite  admitted  that  the  site 
of  the  noAV  office  was  one  which  was  very 
valuable  as  rep^arded  the  convenience  of 
the  public.  lie  hoped,  however,  that 
arrangements  would  bo  made  whereby 
letters  could  bo  posted  in  the  central 
street ;  that  letters  should  not  have  to  bo 
taken  down  a  back  street  as  was  origin- 
ally the  case  in  regard  to  the  present 
post  office.  He  should  have  been  glad 
to  have  seen  by  the  Estimates  that  more 
money  was  to  be  expended  in  other  dis- 
tricts. There  were  many  towns  in  which 
there  was  no  satisfactory  post  office 
accommodation.  In  the  town  of  Ilkeston 
for  instance  there  was  no  proper  post 
office.  A  certain  sum  of  money  might 
very  usefully  bo  spent  in  improving  the 
postal  accommodation  there. 

Mil.  T.  P.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  he  wondered  whether 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  ever  came  down 
the  street  in  which  Coldbath  Fields 
Prison  was  situated,  sitting  beside  the 
driver  on  the  top  of  a  *bus — f'^Oh,  oh!"] 
Yes,  on  the  top  of  a  *bus,  oecauso  that 
was  the  whole  point.  In  fact,  he  should 
have  asked  whether  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  ever  done  this  after  indulging  him- 
self rather  freely  at  the  dinner  table  the 
night  before,  because  if  he  had  done  so 
ho  must  entertain  a  very  different 
opinion  to  the  one  he  had  expressed 
as  to  the  suitability  of  the  site  of  the 
Coldbath  Fields  Prison  for  a  post  office. 
In  all  London  there  was  not  a  more 
dangerous  or  more  appalling  street  for 
an  omnibus  to  pass  up  or  down  than 
the  street  outside  Coldbath  Fields  Prison. 
The  street  descended  on  one  side  almost 
perpendicularly,  and  the  result  was  that 
even  the  most  experienced  'bus  driver 
and  'bus  traveller  trembled  in  every 
nerve  whenever  tlioy  were  passing  along 
the  street.  And  this  was  the  site  which 
tlic  hon.  Gentleman  calmly  declared  was 
most  suitable  for  the  purposes  of  a 
parcels  post  office!  Ho  did  not  tliink 
tliat  in  all  London  a  more  unsuitable 
site  for  the  purpose  could  have  been 
selected.  lie  Avondered  how  many 
^fembers  of  the  House  know  where 
Coldbath  Fields  was.  If  there  wore 
e([ual  laws  in  England  and  Ireland,  no 
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doubt  some  Members  on  the  OppoBition 
Benches  would  know  where  Uoldbath 
Fields  was.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  very  few 
of  those  who  had  not  been  in  gaol  had 
the  least  idea  where  Coldbath  Pields 
Prison  was.    It  was  situated  in  a  part 
of  London  that  was  very  distant  indeed 
from  a  large  number  of  the  railway 
termini.     How  many  miles  was  it  from 
the  Paddington  station?    There  were 
several  other  termini  in  London  which 
were  very  distant  from  Coldbath  Fields. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  by  way  of  justifying  the 
handing  over  of  the  site,  said  tliat  if  they 
were  to  ask  for  four  or  five  acres  of  land 
in   liondon,   they  would  have   to  pay 
£100,000  an  acre  for  it.     If  it  would 
be  any  satisfaction  to  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man,  ho  would  admit  that  to  get  five 
acres  together  in  the  City  of  London  they 
would  require  to  spend  at  a  far  greater 
ratio,  but  he  did  not  see  how  that  would 
advanco  the  hon.  Gentleman's  argument. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  wanted  a  place 
cheap,   and  ono  which  would  require 
very  little  fitting  or  furniture,  aU  he 
needed  to  have  done  was  to  have  walked 
down  Victoria  Street.     He  would  find 
there  two  large  sites  uncovered  by  any 
building,  and  which  had  been  lying  idle 
for  10  or  15  years.     If  he  did  not  want 
to  take  a  vacant  space,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  have  taken  one  or  two  build- 
ings which  ho  would  have  found  ad- 
mirably suitable  for  the  purpose  of  a 
parcels  post  offico.    These  buildings  had 
cost  £60,000  or  £70,000,  but  he  had  no 
doubt  that  they  could  be  bought  with 
the  freehold  for  £40,000  or  £50,000. 
Before  ho  sat  down,  he  desired  to  ask 
the  right  hon.    Gentleman    the    First 
Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr.  Plunket) 
upon  what  principle  the  advertisements 
for  tenders  were  distributed.    He  under- 
stood that  tho  Patronage  Secretary  drew 
up  a  list  of  newspapers  in  which  advert 
tisements  should  be  inserted,  and  sent 
it  to  tho  different  Departments.    How 
did  such  a  system  work?    The  news- 
papers  wore  chosen  mainly  out  of  regard 
to  political  considerations.     That  was 
an  altogether  false  principle  in  regard 
to  business,  and  especially  in  regara  to 
the  business  of  advertising.     The  fact 
was  that  ono  guarantee  a  newspaper 
had  for  getting  advertisements  was  that 
it   was  the  best  medium   for    making 
known  to  the  public  the  facts  contained 
in  the  advertisements.     Circulation  was 
the  main  test,  though  not  always  so,  be* 
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cause  a  trade  journal  with  a  com- 1 
parativelj  small  circulation  might  be  a 
Dettor  medium  for  advertising  than  a 
newspaper  with  a  large  circulation.  If 
the  head  of  a  Department  had  to  issue 
an  advertisement  relating  to  building, 
he  naturally  wished  to  put  it  in  a  paper 
through  which  it  would  reach  the 
largest  number  of  persons  ongaged  in  the 
building  trade.  The  Minister  selected 
a  paper,  and  going  to  the  Patronage 
Secretary  said — **I  want  this  advertise- 
ment put  in  such  and  such  newspaper." 
The  answer  he  would  probably  receive 
was — **That  cannot  be,  because  the 
paper  is  not  on  my  list."  If  the  Minis- 
tor  asked  to  see  the  list,  he  would  find 
on  it  a  number  of  small,  wretched,  mori- 
bund newspapers,  which  were,  perhaps, 
not  seen  by  one- tenth  the  number  of 
persons  who  saw  the  paper  in  which  he 
wished  to  insert  the  advertisement.  He 
did  not  say  this  from  aParty  point  of  view 
at  all.  He  believed  there  was  no  differ- 
ence between  the  Patronage  Secretary 
of  the  Liberal  Party  and  the  Patronage 
Secretary  of  the  Tory  Party.  They 
both  did  what  they  considered  best  in 
the  interest  of  their  Party.  But  the 
system  was  an  extremely  bad  one,  and 
ought  at  once  to  be  put  an  end  to.  The 
reason  why  this  was  more  inexcusable 
now  than  at  any  other  time  was  that 
they  had  in  the  Parliament  of  1885  an 
eager  discussion  with  regard  to  certain 
sums  placed  at  the  disposal  of  the  Pa- 
tronage Secretary.  The  Liberal  Go- 
vernment was  then  in  power,  and  the 
late  Mr.  Peter  Rylands — who  was  a 
severe  economist — protested  against  this 
money  being  left  in  the  hands  of  the 
Patronage  Secretary.  It  then  turned 
out  that  the  money  was  spent  to  a  cer- 
tain extent  for  electioneering  purposes. 
With  universal  assent  the  money  was 
taken  from  the  disposal  of  the  Patronage 
Secretary,  because  the  state  of  things 
waB  regarded  as  an  anachronism  for 
which  there  was  no  excuse.  If  they 
used  the  advertisements  of  the  State  for 
the  purpose  of  bolstering  up  moribund 
•newspapers  of  their  own  particular  side, 
they  used  the  public  money  of  the  country 
for  Party  and  political  purposes.  In  the 
tirst  place,  he  desired  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
should  give  them  the  list  of  the  papers 
which  were  so  highly  favoured  by  the 
State  88  to  have  a  monopoly  of  the 
public    advertisements  ;    and,    in    the 


second  place,  he  should  be  glad  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  inform  them  on 
what  principle  the  list  was  made  up. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  that  perhaps  it 
would  narrow  the  discussion  which  had 
been  very  widely  started  by  the  hon. 
Member  if  he  said  that  so  far  as  the 
advertisements  touching  the  Estimates 
they  were  now  considering  were  con- 
cerned—the advertisements  which  were 
under  the  control  of  the  Office  of  Works 
— the  Department  were  not  entirely 
guided  by  the  list  which  was  sent  to 
them  from  time  to  time  by  the  Treasury. 
They  took  the  advice  of  the  Surveyor 
of  the  district  where  the  buildings  were 
situated  as  to  the  papers  in  which  it  was 
most  desirable  to  advertise,  and  if  by 
any  chance  a  newspaper  recommended 
by  the  Surveyor  did  not  appear  on  the 
Treasury  List,  the  Office  of  Works 
would  insert  the  advertisement  in  the 
newspaper  all  the  same.  Advertise- 
ments were  given  to  newspapers  entirely 
independently  of  politics. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Newington,  Walworth) 
said,  that  the  alpine  descent  at  Coldbath 
Fields,  which  was  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
Scotland  Division  of  Liverpool  (Mr. 
T.  P.  O'Connor)  was  being  remedied. 
The  valley  was  being  bridged  over  by  a 
new  street  running  to  the  **  Angel"  at 
Islington  from  the  Holborn  Town 
Hall.  As  regarded  the  general  posi- 
tion of  the  site,  in  his  opinion  no  hotter 
spot  could  possibly  have  been  selected, 
having  regard  to  the  great  railway  sys- 
tems in  the  immediate  vicinity.  It 
suited  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  T.  P. 
O'Connor)  to  ignore  the  fact  that  within 
200  yards  of  Coldbath  Fields  there  wore 
the  termini  of  three  groat  railways  — 
namely,  the  Great  Northern,  the  Mid- 
land, and  the  London  and  North- 
western. '.He  (Mr.  Isaacs)  congratu- 
lated the  Post  Office  upon  having  the 
good  sense  and  the  good  fortune  to 
acquire  so  eligible  a  site  for  the  Par- 
cels Post  Office. 

Mb.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR:  Does  the 
hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  say  that  the 
Midland  is  within  200  yards  of  Coldbath 
Fields  ? 

Mr.  ISAACS :  It  is  certainly  within 
300  or  400  yards  of  the  site. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  said,  there  was  a  great  increase 
in  the  Estimates  this  year  for  buildings. 
He  should  have  been  glad  if  the  right 
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lion.  Oeutloman  tho  Postmaster  General 
(Mr.  Eaikes)  had  been  in  his  place  to 
defend,  if  by  any  language  it  could  be 
defended,  this  most  important  itom  of 
expenditure,  which  was  growing  at  an 
alarming  rate,  and,  he  believed,  growing 
out  of  all  proportion  to  the  iiicrcasod 
revenue  which  they  derived  from  it. 
TIio  hon.  Guntlomau  the  8ocretarv  to 
tho  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  had  be- 
wailed tho  very  heavy  cost  of  buildings, 
but  had  said  tho  inflation  of  iho  total 
cost  was  due  to  tho  very  high  price 
which  was  to  be  paid  for  sites.  Then 
tho  lion.  Gentleman  said  it  was  neces- 
sary for  tho  post  oflico  business  that 
sites  should  bo  selected  in  very  expen- 
sive districts.  Of  course,  duo  weight 
must  be  given  to  that  consideration ; 
but  he  had  somo  ground  for  behoving 
that  in  some  cases  pricos  had  been  paid 
for  sites  which  need  not  have  been,  and 
which  ought  not  to  have  been,  pail.  He 
suggested  that  in  the  future  re-arrange- 
ment of  the  Estimates  the  cost  of  sites 
should  be  given  soparatel}'. 

Mil.  JACKSON  said,  the  cost  of  sites 
was  set  forth  separately. 

Mil.  riCKEH8GILL  said,  ho  did  not 
allude  only  to  the  Vote  now  before  them. 
There  was  only  one  other  remark  which 
he  desired  to  make,  and  it  had  reference 
to  tho  Coldbath  Fields  site.  As  he 
understood,  the  Post  Office  had  had  a 
windfall  this  year  in  tho  shape  of  a  free 
site.  Of  course,  so  far  as  tlio  taxpayer 
was  concc-rned,  there  would  bo  no  ad- 
vantage in  one  Department  paying  over 
a  sum  of  money  to  another  Department ; 
but  from  another  point  of  view  it  was 
extremely  important  that  the  value  of 
the  site  should  appear  in  the  post  office 
accounts,  because  if  it  did  not  appear 
they  would  be  misled  in  comparing  one 
year  with  another,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tho  present  Postmaster  Ge- 
neral might  receive  credit  for  economy 
which  he  might  not  deserve. 

Mil.  AKTllUK  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  that  tho  discussion  of  this 
Vote  was  a  perfect  waste  of  time  ;  the 
debate  was  a  farce.  lie  asked  any  hon. 
Member  who  doubted  his  assertion  to 
look  at  pages  37,  38,  39,  and  dO  of  tho 
Estimates.  Tiieso  wore  four  pages  which 
affected  to  givo  the  House  information 
as  to  why  money  was  wanted  and  how 
it  was  spent.  There  was  a  column  for 
the  original  Estimate ;  there  was  a 
column  for  the  revised  Estimate  in  each 
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case ;  there  was  a  column  for  the  gross 
amount  of  the  preylous  Votes  and  re* 
Votes ;  and  there  was  a  column  for  the 
total  amount  expended  up  to  tho  3]8t  of 
December,  1887.  Upon  looking  down 
these  pages  they  found  that  every  case 
in  which  money  had  been  expended  up 
to  tho  Gist  of  December,  1887|  repre- 
sentinl  a  ro-Voto — that  was  to  say,  thut 
in  tho  first  year  there  was  no  expendi- 
ture at  all  in  connection  with  the  iteii 
which  Parliament  was  asked  to  sanction. 
Tho  sums  were  voted  again,  and  then  a 
sum  of  money  was  spent.  But  they  ha  I 
a  very  large  number  of  cases  last  year 
set  forth  in  detail,  icdicatiDg  what  the 
Post  OfRce  intended  to  do  with  the 
money  the  IIouso  granted,  and  none  of 
that  money,  or  almost  none,  had  been 
spent  in  tho  financial  year.  The  monojf 
which  was  expended  up  to  the  end  of 
December,  1887,  was  money  which  had 
been  votod  and  re- voted.  Tiio  whole 
thing  was  a  perfect  farce.  The  fact 
was,  that  tho  IIouso  was  treated  to 
an   elaborate  list  of  sites  and  of  pro- 

i*ected   buildings,    and  it   passed  some 
Lundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds.    The 
money  was  handed  over  to  the  Post- 
master General ;    but  the  right   hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  Post  Office  offidali 
never  paid  tho  least  attention  to  the 
statements    in    the    Estimates.      If  it 
suited  them  to  do  so  they  proceeded  with 
tho  buildings  which  were  mentioned  ia 
certain  cases  in   the  Estimates;  but  if 
they  found  in  tho  course  of  the  year  that 
certain  other  sites  were  more  eligible 
or  that  certain  other  buildings  were  re- 
quired, they  felt  perfectly  at  liberty  to 
spend  the  money  granted  by  Parliament 
upon  tbcm.    It  was  just  as  well  the 
proceedings  of   tho   Committee  should 
be  of  a  practical  and  serious  nature.    It 
would  be  businesslike  to  say — "  We 
will      give    tho     Postmaster    General 
£100,000  to  spend  on  buildings  which 
the  circumstances  of  tho  moment  may 
prove  to  bo  useful  or  necessary  or  best ;" 
but  to  set  this  list  before  the  Committee 
as  anything  like  a  trustworthy  list  of 
the  ways  in  whioh  tho  sums  of  money 
would  bo  expended,  was  merely  throwing 
dust  in  the  ej'es  of  the  public.     What 
ho  proposed   was  that  the  Committee 
should  not  waste  any  more  time  orer 
these  details,  because  they  could  not  pos- 
sibly do   any  good.     The   Post   Offiee 
Authorities  had    spent  money  on  sites 
and  buildings   not    mentioned  in   As 
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Estimates.  There  never  had  been  Esti- 
mates submitted  to  the  House  whicli 
bore  on  the  face  of  them  so  many  proofs 
of  careful  pruning  as  these  did ;  it  was 
perfectly  clear  that  these  Estimates  had 
been  subjected  to  a  most  vigorous  ex- 
amination by  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  lio  re- 
gretted the  blot  he  liad  moationod  and 
which  had  been  perceptible  for  years 
was  perceptible  in  the  present  Estimates. 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  said,  he  thought 
the  Committee  were  entitled  to  an 
answer  to  the  allegation  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  East  Donegal  (Mr. 
Arthur  O'Connor).  The  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  that  it  had 
been  the  habit  of  the  Committee  to  vote 
sums  of  money  for  sites  and  buildings, 
but  that  if  the  Post  Offioe  did  not  choose 
to  erect  the  buildings  it  spent  the  money 
in  erecting  other  buildings.  If  that  be 
the  case,  it  was  obvious  it  was  a  perfect 
farce,  nay,  an  insult  to  the  Committee,  to 
submit  Estimates  for  specific  buildings. 
Before  they  voted  this  money,  the  Com- 
mittee ought  to  require  an  assurance 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson)  that  if 
the  money  was  not  spent  as  intended  it 
would  not  be  expended  at  all. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  could,  with- 
out the  slightest  hesitation,  give  that 
assurance.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor)  had 
been  pleased  to  say  that  the  present 
Estimates  bore  evidences  of  having  been 
carefully  considered.  He  thought  he 
could  satisfy  the  bon.  Gentleman  that  if 
the  practice  which  he  mentioned  was 
ever  in  vogue  it  was  not  likely  to  be  put 
in  force  during  the  coming  year  at  any 
rate.  The  hon.  Gentleman  would  re- 
member that  the  question  came  up 
before  the  Public  Accounts  Committee, 
and  that  he  (Mr.  Jackson)  endeavoured 
to  explain  to  the  Committee  some  of  the 
measures  taken  to  secure  that  the  ex- 
penditure was  not  only  kept  within  the 
limit  of  the  Parliamentary  Vote,  but 
also  kept  to  the  purposes  of  the  Parlia- 
mentary Vote.  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
every  item  of  expenditure  must  come  to 
the  Treasury  for  sanction,  and  one  of  the 
first  questions  he  required  to  be  answered 
before  he  gave  consent  was — **  Has  pro- 
vision been  made  in  the  Estimates  for 
this  expenditure  ? ''  The  hon.  Member 
would  admit  that  if  that  practice  was 
carried  out,  expenditure  must  be  kept 


within  the  amount  voted  by  Parliament, 
and  devoted  to  the  purposes  for  which 
Parliament  intended  it.  He  assured  the 
hon.  Member  that  the  greatest  care  was 
taken  to  ensure  that  expenditure  was 
kept  within  the  amoimt  sanctioned  and 
appropriated  to  the  purposes  intended. 

Mr.  AETHUK  O'CONNOR  said,  ho 
was  afraid  the  answer  of  tlio  hon. 
Gentleman  was  calculated  to  lead  the 
House  to  suppose  that  he  had  stated 
what  he  had  no  warrant  for.  He  ad- 
mitted that  Treasury  sanction  was  ob- 
tained to  every  building,  and  that  the 
total  Vote  was  not  exceeded  But  the 
buildings  specified  in  the  Estimates  were 
not  proceeded  with.  Totally  different 
works  were  undertaken,  completed,  and 
paid  for  within  the  financial  year,  to 
those  mentioned  to  Parliament.  Ho  did 
not  complain  that  the  Vote  was  exceeded. 
He  did  not  complain  that  any  money  not 
voted  by  Parliament  was  spent  by  the 
Post  Office  or  the  Inland  Revenue  or  the 
Customs  Departments  buildings;  but 
what  he  contended  was  that  the  elaborate 
statement  of  detail  which  was  submitted 
to  the  Committee  was  perfectly  untrust- 
worthy as  to  the  way  in  which  the  money 
was  likely  to  be  spent. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(9.)  £23,875,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
County  Court  Buildings. 

(10.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £12,75G,  bo 
granted  to  llcr  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  I^Iarch  1889,  for  the  Metropo- 
litan Police  Court  Buildings." 

Mr.  LABOUCHERE  (Northampton) 
said,  he  rose  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote,  of  which  he  was  sorry  that  a  con- 
siderable portion  had  been  already  taken. 
This  money  was  asked  for  the  Metropo- 
litan Police  Courts.  In  many  towns  in 
the  country  the  Police  Courts  were  paid 
for  from  the  local  rates,  and  he  could  see 
no  reason  why  those  towns  should  pay 
not  only  for  their  own  but  also  for  the 
Police  Courts  of  the  richest  City  in  any 
country  of  the  world.  They  had  a  Local 
Government  Bill  brought  in,  and  he  had 
looked  to  see  whether  there  was  in  it 
any  arrangement  for  the  cost  of  these 
Courts  being  thrown  upon  the  rates  of 
the  Metropolis ;  but  ho  found  no  such 
provisio]:!;  although  in  tbat  Bill  it  was 
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proposed  to  give  far  more  rolief  to  the 
ratepayers  than  had  been  given  before. 
Ho  had  always  been  told,  when  this 
question  was  raised  on  previous  occa- 
sions, to  wait  until  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  for  London  came  in,  that  the 
charge  was  monstrous,  and  that  the  cost 
of  these  police  buildiugs  was  to  be 
thrown  upon  the  Metropolis.  But  the 
Local  Government  Bill  had  been  brought 
iu,  and  its  operation  applied  to  Loudon, 
but  there  was  nothing  in  it  to  throw 
this  expeuso  on  the  Metropolis.  There 
was  an  adtlitional  reason  why  this  Vote 
should  be  refused.  Tho  Treasury,  feel- 
ing that  the  Vote  was  an  injustice,  tried 
to  keep  it  down  to  tho  lowest  possible 
point,  and  the  consequence  was  that  the 
Police  Courts  were  a  positive  disgrace  to 
tho  Metropolis.  Prisoners,  both  malo 
and  female,  were  put  together,  and  tho 
cells  were  overrun  with  vermin.  Hon. 
Members  who  represented  the  Metro- 
polis, and  the  public  also,  might  be 
assured  that  they  would  not  have  good 
Police  Courts  until  the  Metropolitan 
districts  paid  for  their  Police  Courts 
from  their  own  rates.  He  had  never 
heard  any  argument  in  favour  of  tho 
Metropolitan  Police  Courts  being  paid 
for  out  of  local  taxation ;  on  the  con- 
trary, he  had  always  heard  the  present 
system  spoken  of  as  one  which  must, 
when  tho  Local  Government  Bill  was 
introduced,  be  swept  away;  and  he 
thought  that  on  tiiis  occasion  they 
ought  to  encourage  the  Government  to 
bring  in  a  measure  for  the  purpose  by 
dividing  against  tho  present  Vote,  which 
he  should  oppose. 

TiFE  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity)  said,  that  under  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament now  in  existence  it  was  neces- 
sary to  provide  funds  for  the  Metropo- 
litan Police  Courts,  to  ensure  that  they 
wore  properly  prepared  for  the  purpose 
for  which  they  were  intended.  With 
regard  to  the  general  charge  of  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
that  tho  Courts  were  a  disgrace  to 
tho  Metropolis,  ho  could  only  say 
that  it  appeared  too  sweeping,  al- 
though, if  any  particular  instance  were 
brought  forward,  showing  that  any 
individual  building  Avas  inadequate 
and  unsatisfactory  in  its  accommoda- 
tion, the  complaint  would,  of  course, 
receive  consideration.  He  would  re- 
mind  the  hon.  Gentleman   that  there 
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was  a  demand  made  last  year  for 
additional  cells  at  Hammersmith,  and  it 
was  for  that  reason  that  a  sum  of 
£2,9.00  was  asked  for  in  the  present 
Estimates. 

General  GOLDSWOBTHY  (Ham- 
mersmith)  said,  he  had  to  call  attention 
to  tho  item  of  £2,200  for  additional 
cells  at  the  Hammersmith  Police  Court. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Fulham  (Mr. 
Fisher)  and  himself  had  last  year  pointed 
out  that  the  accommodation  at  that 
Court  was  very  bad  indeed,  both  with 
respect  to  prisoners  and  to  the  witnesses 
waiting  to  bo  heard.  He  now  asked 
whether  this  sum  included  provision  for 
buildings  other  than  cells  which  were 
necessary  for  the  proper  accommodation 
of  all  who  wero  requirod  to  be  present 
at  the  Court  ? 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  he  thought  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Plunket)  was  mistaken 
in  supposing  that  the  Hammersmith 
Police  Court  was  the  only  one  about 
which  complaints  had  been  made.  He 
believed  he  was  right  in  stating  that 
the  majority  of  the  Police  Courts  in  tho 
Metropolis  were  without  anything  like 
decent  accommodation  for  those  who 
were  charged.  The  fact  was,  that  those 
unfortunate  persons  were  put  into  celli 
that  were  foul  and  filthy  to  a  degree 
that  would  disgrace  any  city,  and  espe- 
cially so  the  greatest  City  in  the  wond. 
He  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere)  in  the 
remarks  he  had  made,  and  should  foUotr 
him  into  the  Lobby  if  he  divided  the 
Committee  on  his  Amendment. 

The  under  SECRETARY  op 
STATE  i'OR  THE  HOME  DEPART- 
MENT  (Mr.  Stuart- Wortley)  (Shef- 
field, Hallam)  said,  he  was  not  prepared 
to  admit  that  the  accommodation  for 
untried  prisoners  at  the  Metropolitan 
Police  Courts  was  so  bad  as  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  supposed ; 
but  that  it  was  not  altogether  satisfactory 
was  shown  by  the  fact  that  his  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Matthews)  had  last 
year  re- appointed  a  Departmentid  Com- 
mittee for  the  purpose  of  examining  the 
state  of  the  cells,  which  Committee  hod 
been  originally  constituted  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  Childers).  The  Oom- 
mitteo  had  been  sitting  sinoe  September 
last ;  its  Chairman  was  Mr.  Justice 
WillS;    and    thero   was    upon    it   Kr. 
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Da  Oane  and  the  Ohairman  of  Quarter 
Sessions  in  Derbyshire.  Hon.  Members 
would  see  that  the  Committee  was 
eminently  qualified  to  form  an  adequate 
judgment  in  this  matter.  They  paid 
personal  visits  to  all  those  places  whioh 
required  to  be  inspected ;  and  he  hap- 
pened to  know  that  on  the  day  after 
Boxing  Day  the  learned  Judge  per- 
sonally inspected  the  places  set  aparfc 
for  night  charges.  The  Government 
were  expecting  the  Eoport  of  the  Com- 
mittee daily;  and  the  sum  of  money 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  (General  Goldsworthy)  had 
been  inserted  in  the  Estimates  in  order 
to  improve  the  general  accommodation 
at  the  Hammersmith  Police  Court. 

Mb.  LABOUCHEEE  said,  he  hoped 
the  Committee  would  look  a  little  more 
closely  into  this  Vote,  because  not  only 
were  they  asked  for  the  present  sum, 
but  by  granting  it  they  would  be 
pledging  themselves  to  future  expendi- 
ture. He  thought  that  some  small 
grant-in-aid  should  be  given  in  the  case 
of  the  Bow  Street  Police  Court,  because 
it  had  some  International  duties  to  per- 
form ;  but  that  the  Courts  of  Hammer- 
smith and  Wandsworth  should  be  paid 
for  by  towns  like  Birmingham  and 
Manchester,  who  had  their  own  Police 
Courts  to  provide  and  maintain,  was  in- 
defensible. They  were  pledging  them- 
selves to  build  a  new  Court  for  Dalston, 
estimated  to  cost  £8,000,  by  the  Vote  of 
£2,000  that  was  now  asked  for  on 
account,  and  he  said  it  was  outrageous 
that  the  taxpayers  should  have  to  pay 
for  the  existing  Courts,  and  much  more 
80  for  a  new  Court  in  a  fresh  district  of 
the  Metropolis.  He  trusted  that,  unless 
they  had  some  assurance  from  the  Go- 
vernment that  this  would  be  the  last  time 
the  Vote  would  appear,  the  Committee 
would  give  a  strong  Vote  against  it,  for 
that  was  the  only  way  in  which  they 
could  express  their  views  on  the  sub- 
ject. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  he  would  appeal  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  as  to  whether  it 
was  not  high  time  this  Vote  disappeared 
from  the  Estimates.  The  only  way  to 
effect  that  was  to  deal  with  the  matter 
as  they  had  dealt  with  the  Vote  for  the 
London  Parks  on  a  former  occasion, 
when  it  was  decided  that  they  should  be 
maintained  at  the  cost  of  the  Metropolis. 
It  was  not  possible  that  anyone  could 
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contend  that  the  towns  in  the  country, 
the  smallest  of  which  maintained  its 
own  Police  Court,  should,  in  addition, 
be  taxed  to  maintain  the  Police  Courts 
of  the  Metropolis.  What  on  earth  had 
Sheffield  or  Birmingham  to  do  with  the 
cost  of  building  a  new  Police  Court,  say, 
for  instance,  at  Dalston  ?  It  seemed  to 
him  to  bo  out  of  all  reason  that  this 
system  should  be  continued,  and  he 
trusted  that  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury and  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  would  make  up  their 
minds  that  it  should  now  come  to  an 
end.  He  did  not  think  they  could  object 
to  the  present  Vote  for  the  maintenance 
of  existing  Police  Courts ;  but  he  should 
certainly  go  into  the  Lobby  to  support  a 
Motion  for  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  in 
regard  to  the  purchase  of  a  site  and  the 
cost  of  building  a  new  Police  Court  for 
Dalston. 

Mb.  BAETLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said, 
that  as  a  Metropolitan  Member  he 
agreed  that  London  ought  to  pay  for  its 
own  Police  Courts,  and  he  hoped  it  would 
do  so  before  long.  But  he  thought  it 
premature  to  say  that  this  Vote  should 
be  cut  down  before  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Bill  was  passed,  as  it  undoubtedly 
would  be,  when  they  could  hand  over 
the  cost  of  the  Metropolitan  Police  Courts 
to  the  new  London  Authority.  At  the 
present  time,  however,  he  thought  they 
must  carry  out  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  pass  the  Vote  on  the  understanding 
that  when  the  new  Act  came  into  force, 
an  alteration  would  be  made,  and  the 
Police  Courts  dealt  with  in  the  same 
way  as  they  had  dealt  with  the  expen- 
diture on  the  London  Parks. 

The  PEESIDENT  of  the  LOCAL 
GOVERNMENT  BOAED(  Mr.  Ritchie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's)  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Brightside  Division  of  Sheffield  had 
expressed  his  present  views  with  regard 
to  this  Vote;  but  it  might  have  been 
well  if,  when  he  was  a  Member  of  a 
former  Government  which  was  respon- 
sible for  a  similar  expenditure,  he  had 
used  the  same  arguments.  He  (Mr. 
Ritchie)  ventured  to  think  that  this 
question  was  one  which  ought  to  be  raised 
when  the  Local  Government  Bill  came 
forward  for  discussion.  The  Government 
were  acting  now  by  authority  of  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  so  long  as  it 
was  in  force,  they  had  no  choice  but  to 
continue  such  provision  as  they  con- 
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sidored  nocessary  for  the  proper  main- 
tenance of   the  London  Police  Courts. 
There  were,  however,   one  or  two  con- 
siderations in  connection  with  the  sub- 
ject to  which  he  thought  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  not  given  sufficient  attention. 
It  was  true  that  in  the  Provinces  the 
maintenance  of  the  Police  Courts  was 
regarded  as  a  local  affair,  but  London 
had  alwa^'s  been  considered  as  somewhat 
different  from  local  towns,  however  con- 
siderable they  might  bo.     Large  masses 
of  the  people  migrated  to  Lcndon  to  a 
degree  that  was  not  found  in  any  other 
town  in  the  Kingdom.     The  hon.  Mem- 
ber opposite  (Mr.  Labouchcre)  had  said 
that  a  large  number  of  those  persons 
contributed  to  the  rates,  but  it  was  cer- 
tain that  a  still  larger  number  of  them 
were  a  burden  on  the  rates.     Indeed,  the 
increase  of  pauperism,  especially  in  the 
winter    months,   was  caused  by  people 
who  migrated  to  the  Metropolis  and  be- 
came a  burden  on  the  rates.     There  was 
also   another  point  to   which  the  hon. 
^lember  had  not  alluded.       The  fees  in 
the  Police  Courts  in  London  were  paid 
into  the  Exchequer ;  whereas  those  of 
the  Provincial   Courts  went    into    the 
local  funds.     That  was  a  very  important 
portion  of  the  case,  and  although  he  did 
not  say  that  the  fees  covered  the  whole 
expenditure,   the  fact    remained.     The 
Government,  as  he  had  stated,  were  just 
now  proceeding  under  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  it  was  incumbent  upon  them 
to  come  to  the  House  for  the  expendi- 
ture which  they  considered  to  be  neces  • 
sary  for  the  maintenance  of  the  Metro- 
politan Police  Courts. 

Ma.  LABOUCHERE  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Ritchie)  was  right 
in  saying  that  tlie  Vote  was  submitted 
to  the  Committee  under  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  it  was  for  the  Committee  to 
say  whether  they  would  vote  the  money 
or  not.  The  Act  did  not,  in  any  way, 
engage  that  Committee  to  Vote  the 
money  asked  for  every  year  for  the 
maintenance  of  those  Police  Courts. 
Again,  it  was  no  argument  in  favour  of 
their  continuing  to  pay  for  these  Courts, 
to  say  that  the  fees  were  paid  into  the 
Exchequer.  He  could  not  go  into  the 
plea  of  migration ;  but  he  did  not  be- 
lieve there  was  any  sucli  migration  to 
Dalston  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  spoken  of,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  have  to  go  far  to 
prove  that  the  Exchequer  ought  to  give 

Mr.  Ritchie 


a  grant  in  aid  for  the  Dalston  Police 
Court,  because  it  would  be  engaged  in 
cases  unconneoted  with  the  district.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  the 
matter  ought  to  be  discussed  when  the 
Local  Government  Bill  was  in  Com- 
mittee. The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  not  taken  precisely  the  same 
view  in  his  proposals ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  would  keep  the  matter  in 
mind.  In  the  meantime  he  Moposed 
that  they  should  agree  to  the  Vote  for 
the  existing  Police  Courts,  but  that  they 
should  refuse  the  Vote  for  the  £6,000 
for  the  purchase  of  a  site  and  for  now 
buildings  at  Dalston. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*^  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,756,  be 
granted  for  the  said  Service."— (Ifr. 
Labouchere.) 

Mr.  KIMBEB  (Wandsworth)  said, 
he  did  not  think  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Labouchere)  had  considered  what  would 
be  the  result  of  the  rejection  of  this  Vote. 
There  was  no  other  authority  in  Ijondon 
which  had  power  to  raise  money  and 
which  would  be  bound  to  provide  Police 
Courts  in  the  Metropolis,  and  the  effect 
of  the  rejection  of  the  Vote  would  be 
that  the  administration  of  criminal  jus- 
tice could  no  longer  be  carried  on.  He 
submitted  that  that  would  be  the  case. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  had 
stated  that  a  large  burden  was  thrown 
upon  the  Metropolitan  rates  by  the 
migration  which  took  place  from  the 
provinces  to  London,  and  he  (Mr. 
Kimber)  believed  there  was  one  XTmon 
which,  at  the  present  time,  supported 
permanently  700  or  800  paupers  who  had 
migrated  to  the  Metropolis.  That,  he  said, 
fully  bore  out  the  statement  of  die  right 
hon.  Gentleman  that  not  only  did  the 
persons  who  come  up  from  the  Countiy 
to  London  not  pay  rates,  but  that  in 
many  cases  they  constituted  a  groat 
burden  upon  them.  It  was  a  matter 
which  ought  not  to  be  taken  for  granted 
that  the  cost  of  the  police  in  the  Metro- 
polis ought  to  follow  the  same  rule  as  in 
the  country,  and  be  borne  entirely  by 
the  locality — the  Metropolis.  It  ought 
at  least  to  be  discussed,  whether  or  not 
the  l^letropolis  was  in  a  different  posi- 
tion from  that  of  other  towns.  It  wai 
admitted  that  the  question  was  one  of 
justice,  and  as  the  cost  of  the  admi- 
I  nistration  of  Civil  justice  in  the  Metro- 
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polls  was  borne  by  the  State  at  large, 
the  same  principle  might  be  shown  to 
be  applicable,  to  some  extent  at  least, 
to  the  administration  of  criminal  jus- 
tice. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  there  was  no 
danger  of  the  failure  of  the  administra- 
tion of  criminal  justice  at  Dalston  from 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere),  be- 
cause the  Vote  made  provision  for  a 
temporary  Court  there.  He  thought  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Hitchie)  was  reduced  to  a  very  bare  ex- 
tremity when  he  appealed  to  him  (Mr. 
Mundella)  to  know  why,  when  he  was 
President  of  the  Committee  of  Council 
on  Education,  he  had  not  pressed  the 
abolition  of  this  Vote  on  the  Govern- 
ment of  which  he  was  a  Member.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  ho  thought,  knew 
better  than  to  think  such  an  argument 
applied,  and  if  he  were  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  why,  when  he  was 
Secretary  to  the  Admiralty,  he  had  not 
introduced  a  Local  Government  Bill,  he 
should  be  answering  him  in  the  spirit 
of  his  own  remarks.  All  that  they 
asked  was  that  they  should  not  be  com- 
mitted to  this  new  expenditure,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself  had  prac- 
tically admitted  that  the  Vote  was  inde- 
fensible. 

The  secretary  of  STATE  for 
THE  HOME  DEPARTMENT  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.)  said, 
that  seven  years  ago  a  Committee, 
under  the  presidency  of  Lord  Rose- 
bery,  recommended  in  their  Report, 
dated  the  30th  of  December,  1881,  the 
erection  of  a  Police  Court  at  Dalston  as 
a  matter  of  urgent  necessity,  in  order  to 
relieve  the  pressure  of  business  in  other 
parts  of  the  Metropolis.  Since  that 
time  there  had  been  growing  complaints 
of  the  insufficiency  of  Police  Court  ac- 
commodation, and  as  hon.  Members 
would  be  aware,  the  condition  of  things 
at  Wandsworth  and  Hammersmith  had 
become  almost  intolerable.  The  ar- 
rangement was  made  in  order  to  utilize 
tho  magistrate  at  Dalston,  and  thus 
with  only  one  additional  magistrate 
to  work  Hammersmith  and  Wands- 
worth as  whole-day  Courts ;  but  if 
the  Dalston  Court  was  not  established 
with  its  complement  of  magistrates,  they 
would  not  be  able  to  carry  out  the  ar- 
rangement. He  pointed  out  that  a 
contract  for  the  site  had  already  been 


entered  into  in  pursuance  of  the  law, 
and  the  Government  were  under  an 
obligation  to  pay  the  amount  of  the  pur- 
chase money — £4,000. 

Sir  WALTER  FOSTER  (Derby, 
Ilkeston)  said,  he  understood  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Matthews) 
that  the  Government  had  signed  a  con- 
tract pledging  the  House  to  an  expen- 
diture of  £4,000  for  the  purchase  of  a 
site  for  a  new  building  at  Dalston. 
Such  a  proceeding  would  not  be  allowed 
in  any  Town  Council.  It  was  not  right 
that  the  House  of  Commons  should  be 
pressed  to  assent  to  an  expenditure  in- 
curred without  authority  by  the  Go- 
vernment for  the  erection  of  a  Police 
Court  at  Dalston.  He  thought  the 
argument  of  the  Home  Secretary  was 
therefore  beside  the  question,  and  they 
still  contended  that  the  cost  in  the  pre- 
sent instance  should  be  borne  by  the  in- 
habitants of  the  Metropolis.  In  his 
opinion  this  was  the  right  time  to  pro- 
test against  this  expenditure.  The  con- 
dition of  things  at  Dalston  had  gone  on 
for  some  time,  and  no  harm  would  be 
done  if  the  matter  stood  over  a  little 
longer.  The  whole  system  was  vicious, 
under  which  localities  in  the  country 
were  called  on  to  pay  for  what  ought  to 
be  borne  by  the  inhabitants  of  London, 
and  he  considered  it  a  disgrace  that  the 
Metropolis  should  not,  by  the  proper 
management  of  its  own  affairs,  copy 
the  example  of  other  towns  in  such 
matters  as  this. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  said,  he  felt  no  hesitation  in  sup- 
porting this  Motion.  The  burdens  on 
the  citizens  of  London  were  heavy ;  but 
he  thought  they  were  willing  to  make 
this  payment  in  order  to  secure  thereby 
the  control  of  the  Metropolitan  Police 
Courts.  When  that  was  obtained  he 
thought  it  would  emphasize  the  ano- 
maly which  now  deprived  them  of  the 
control  of  the  Metropolitan  Police. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  asked,  if  the 
contract  had  already  been  signed,  and 
if  it  was  binding  on  the  Government  for 
the  purchase  of  the  new  site  at  Dalston  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
the  contract  was  certainly  morally,  if 
not  legally,  binding  on  the  Government. 
With  regard  to  the  question  whether 
the  contract  had  been  signed,  he  would 
point  out  that  that  was  a  matter  that 
was  not  in  his  Department. 
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Mr.  TLUNKET  said,  lio  understood 
thnt  the  contract  was  completed,  and  if 
it  was  not  carried  out  it  would  bo  ne- 
cessary to  give  somo  compensation. 

Mr.  DODDS  (Stockton)  said,  the 
question  was  whether  any  contract  had 
boon  signed.  Ho  contended  that  a  con- 
tract of  this  kind  should  bo  provisional, 
and  only  bo  bindings  on  the  assumption 
that  the  House  of  Commons  voted  tho 
funds.  Tho  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Homo  Department  had  said  that  the 
recommendation  with  regard  to  the 
Dalston  Police  Court  had  been  made 
seven  years  ago,  and  that  being  so,  ho 
(I^Ir.  Dodds)  thought  the  matter  might 
be  allowed  to  remain  over  for  another 
year.  He  was  somewhat  surprised  to 
hear  the  President  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  spoak  in  tho  way  ho  had 
of  migration  from  the  provinces  to 
London.  He  (Mr.  Dodds)  had  always 
understood  that  that  migration,  so  far 
from  burdening  tho  people  of  the  Metro- 
polis with  expenditure,  really  caused  a 
large  amount  of  money  to  be  spent  in 
London.  [Mr.  EixcniE :  1  spoke  of 
paupers.]  He  protested  that  they  had 
in  tho  country  to  find  enough  money 
already,  without  being  burdened  with 
the  cost  of  now  Police  Buildings  in 
the  suburbs  of  London.  Although  the 
Government  had  said  they  were  pro- 
ceeding by  authority  of  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, that  Act  did  not  prevent  lion. 
Members  from  expressing  thoir  opinion 
on  this  Vote,  and  ho  trusted  that  the 
majority  would  decide  that,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  Parks,  London  should  main- 
tain its  own  Police  Courts. 

Mr.  H anbury  (Preston)  said,  he 
did  not  see  why,  by  voting  this  sum 
now,  they  should  involve  themselves  in 
an  expenditure  of  £10,000  in  the  future. 
With  regard  to  the  contract,  he  did  not 
see  what  business  the  Government  had 
to  enter  into  any  contract  for  the  pur- 
chase of  a  site ;  in  the  second  place,  he 
did  not  believe  the  contract  was  bind- 
ing ;  and,  thirdly,  he  thought  if  it  was, 
it  would  be  much  better  to  sell  the 
land. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  that  wlien  two  or  three 
years  ago,  he  had  urged  upon  the 
Government  to  consider  the  condition  of 
the  Hammersmith  and  Wandsworth 
Police  Courts,  he  was  told  by  the  then 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  that  the 
Government  avoided  any  responsibility 


in  the  matter,  because  the  Police  Oonrts 
Avould  be  taken  over  by  the  Local 
Government  Authority,  and  on  that  dis- 
tinct ground  no  steps  were  taken. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wich)  said,  he  should  support  the 
Amendment  by  way  of  protest  against 
the  practice  of  making  contracts  to  bind 
the  House  before  the  subject  matters 
wore  considered.  He  believed  the  day 
would  come  when  business  men  on  the 
other  side  of  the  House  would  be  very 
grateful  to  hon.  Members  on  these 
Benches  for  having  raised  this  ques- 
tion. 

General  GOLDSWORTHT  said, 
that  tho  Government  had,  in  his  opi- 
nion, done  right  in  securing  a  site  for 
the  Police  Court  at  Dalston. 

Mr.  CAUSTON  (Sonthwark,  W.) 
said,  that  when  a  County  Member  he 
had  voted  against  this  principle,  and  he 
saw  no  reason  why,  having  since  be- 
come a  Metropolitan  Member,  he  should 
alter  his  views.  The  inhabitants  of 
London  were  desirous  of  having  the 
control  of  their  own  affairs,  ana  the 
maintenance  of  their  Police  Courts  was 
a  matter  which  he  thought  they  ought 
to  pay  for.  He  should  vote  for  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Lahou- 
chere). 

Question  put. 

Tho  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  48; 
Noes  87:  Majority  39.— (Div.  List, 
No.  57.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  dodds  said,  he  felt  it  was  only 
reasonable  at  such  an  hour,  seei]^  the 
extraordinary  length  of  time  the^oair- 
man  had  been  in  the  Chair—- nideed, 
during  tho  years  he  had  been  in  Ihe 
House  he  hardly  remembered  a  longer 
Sitting  in  Supply — it  was  reasonable  to 
suppose  the  time  had  come  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
(.Vr.  Dodds.) 

The  first  LORD  op  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  SMirn)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  could  hardly 
imagine  the  hon.  Gentleman  was  serious 
in  making  a  proposal  of  the  kind.  True, 
tho  House  met  at  3  o'clock;  but  the 
Chairman  of  Committees  had  not  been 
in  the  Chair  for  eight  hours,  and,  even 
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if  that  were  so,  it  would  not  be  reason- 
able for  the  Committee  to  cease  work 
until  12  o'clock,  the  hour  the  House 
had  agreed  upon  for  closing  discussion. 
He  hoped  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  proceed  with  a  Motion  that  could 
not  be  entertained. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  would 
appeal  to  his  hon.  Friend  not  to  persist 
with  his  Motion.  True,  the  Chairman 
had  been  in  the  Chair  nearly  eight 
hours,  but  that  was  no  reason  why  the 
Committee  should  not  continue  to  sit 
till  12  o'clock. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(11.)  £9,250,  to  complete  the  sum  to 
defray  half  cost  for  Sheriff  Court  Houses 
in  Scotland. 

Mb.  LA.BOUCHEEE  (Northampton) 
said,  he  did  not  thoroughly  understand 
this  Vote ;  but  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Lord  Advocate  (Mr.  J.  H.  A.  Mac- 
donald)  being  in  his  place,  would  no 
doubt  give  a  lucid  explanation  of  it. 
He  (Mr.  Labouchere)  gathered  that  the 
House  was  bound  to  contribute  a  cer- 
tain amount  towards  the  maintenance 
of  certain  Courts  in  Scotland  called 
Sheriffs'  Courts.  So  far,  so  good  ;  he 
did  not  complain  of  i'ul611iag  that  obli- 
gation by  voting  a  certain  sum;  but 
what  he  would  like  to  know,  in  the  first 
place,  was  why  the  Vote,  which  last 
year  was  £7,570  for  that  purpose,  should 
this  year  be  £8,150  ?  Why,  too,  when 
the  obligation  was  to  contribute  to  the 
maintenance,  was  the  Committee  asked 
to  vote  a  sum  for  new  works  ?  Why 
should  the  whole  sum  be  increased  on 
that  of  last  year  by  £4,000  ?  This  the 
Committee  would  see  required  some 
explanation. 

Mb.  A.  SUTHERLAND  (Sutherland) 
said,  in  addition  he  should  like  to  ask 
some  explanation  of  particulars  under 
Sub-Head  B.  There  was  no  detailed 
information  in  the  Estimates  as  to  the 
expenditure  on  each  Court  House.  The 
whole  sum  distributed  among  52  Court 
Houses  would  give  to  each  an  average 
of  £275,  and  this  seemed  to  him  a  high 
figure  for  the  maintenance  of  old  build- 
ings together  with  the  grant  for  new 
buildings. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kiik- 
oaldy,  &c.)  said,  he  should  like  to  know 
why  no  provision  was  made  for  a  Court 
House  at  Kirkcaldy^  that  being  by  far 


the  most  popular  and  important  town 
between  the  Forth  and  the  Tay,  and  yet 
the  only  Court  House  was  at  Cupar. 
The  strongest  representations  had  been 
made  in  favour  of  a  Court  being  held  at 
Kirkcaldy,  where  lately  police  cells  and 
every  accommodation  had  been  pro* 
vided. 

Thb  FIRST  COMMISSIONER  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
versity) said,  that  the  increase  in  the 
Vote  was  due  to  alterations  and  im- 
provements and  drainage  at  Hamilton 
and  elsewhere,  long  required,  and  now 
proceeded  with.  The  sum  of  £4,700 
would  complete  the  payments  for  the 
year. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(12.)  £183,000,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Surveys  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  he  wished  to  ask,  first,  for 
information  as  to  the  progress  of  the 
work  of  the  Survey  in  Ireland;  secondly, 
whether  there  was  any  system  of  taking 
stock  established  whereby  the  officer  in 
charge  could  know  what  amount  of 
stock  he  had  on  hand  and  how  much 
was  required — he  referred  to  theodo- 
lytes  and  other  instruments  of  great 
value — and  also  he  would  ask  under 
what  system  the  Department  obtained 
stores,  whether  by  private  tender  or 
open  competition  ? 

Mb.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  N.) 
said,  ho  should  like  to  know  what  pro- 
vision was  intended  to  be  made  for  the 
work  of  revision  of  survey.  As  a  matter 
of  fact,  he  believed  the  work  of  the 
Ordnance  Survey  began  in  England  with 
the  counties  around  London,  and  the  re- 
vision of  the  old  maps  had  been  going 
on  for  some  time.  In  Scotland,  the 
Ordnance  Survey  came  later ;  but  still 
there  were  counties — Fife  and  Mid 
Lothian,  for  instance — that  were  sur- 
veyed as  far  back  as  the  years  between 
1840-50.  The  maps  then  produced  were 
now  quite  out  of  date ;  but  thoy  might 
easily  bo  kept  up  to  date  without  any 
large  expense  by  an  efficient  staff  or  a 
regular  system.  More  than  once  this 
point  had  been  raised  in  the  House,  and 
the  answer  given  as  regards  Scotland 
was  that  the  first  survey  being  concluded 
some  years  ago,  the  head  office  had  been 
shut  up  and  the  materials  removed,  so 
it  would  appear  there  was  absolutely  no 
provision  made  for  the  rofision  of  the 
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survey  of  Scotland  at  the  present  time. 
This  might  easily  bo  i^rovided  by  an 
automatic  system  brought  into  play 
without  any  great  expenditure  or  in- 
crease of  stafiF,  and  such  was  carried  out 
in  the  United  States,  in  Austria,  and 
other  European  countries.  Another 
point  had  been  brought  on  previous 
occasions  before  the  House,  and  also  the 
other  House,  and  it  was  a  point  in  which 
considerable  interest  was  taken  in  all 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
particularly  in  Scotland.  The  matter 
was  brought  before  the  House  of  Lords 
three  or  four  years  ago  by  Lord  Balfour 
of  Burleigh.  He  referred  to  the  in- 
complete state  of  the  survey  of  the 
country  as  compared  with  other  countries 
at  the  present  time.  The  great  object  of 
the  Ordnance  Survey,  apart  from  pur- 
poses of  estate  valuation,  was  to  de- 
scribe correctly  the  geographical  contour 
of  the  country.  The  Survey  maps, 
therefore,  in  the  surface  contour  gave  the 
different  heights,  but  they  did  not  com- 
plete the  work  by  giving  the  depths  of 
the  depressions  and  the  soundings  of 
lakes  and  rivers.  In  the  Survey  maps 
of  the  United  States  the  depths  of  lakes 
were  recorded,  and  the  same  thing  was 
found  in  Switzerland,  and  ho  believed  in 
Italian  and  Austrian  maps  ;  and  this  had 
been  urged  on  the  Government  with 
respect  to  the  maps  of  Great  Britain. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  of  its  interest 
and  value  scientifically,  and  from  other 
points  of  view.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
body  which  took  the  most  prominent 
part  in  urging  this  work  was  the  Koyal 
Society  of  Edinburgh,  and  the  only  two 
complete  surveys  of  lakes  in  the  United 
Kingdom  were  those  of  Loch  Awe  and 
Locli  Ijomoud,  taken  40  or  50  years 
ago  ^y  the  Admiralty.  Wlion  this 
point  had  been  urged  before  tlie  Trea- 
sury, the  Department  of  Works  re- 
plied it  was  work  for  the  Admiralty, 
while  the  Admiralty  said  it  came  within 
the  province  of  the  Department  of 
Works.  Ho  did  not  care  which  De- 
partment undertook  the  work;  but  to 
make  our  survey  complete  and  worthy  to 
stand  on  a  level  with  the  surveys  of 
other  countries,  tlio  contour  and  depths 
of  the  lakes  should  bo  laid  down  as  well 
ns  the  height  of  mountains.  It  was  of 
intoro^st  and  of  value  scientifically  to 
know,  from  what  had  been  done  long 
ago  in  relation  to  Loch  Lomond,  that 
there  was  there   a   depth  of  over  100 
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fathoms  a  depth  not  equalled  in  any 
arm  of  the  sea  on  the  West  Coast  of 
Scotland,  and  only  found  in  ocean  sound- 
ings. Private  investigation  had  shown 
even  greater  depths ;  for  instance,  Looh 
Morar,  in  the  West  of  InvemeBS-ahire, 
gave  1 80  fathoms,  a  depth  not  attained  in 
any  but  ocean  waters.  The  g^atest  in- 
terest would  be  found  in  the  comparison 
of  depths  with  other  lakes,  like  those  of 
Ireland,  spreading  over  large  surfaces, 
and  it  was  a  matter  well  worth  the 
attention  of  the  Government,  whether  it 
was  not  desirable  to  make  provision  for 
making  our  survey  complete. 

Sir  EDWARD  REED  (Cardiff)  said, 
he  could  support  the  observations  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  West 
Edinburgh,  and  extend  them  by  saying 
that  this  survey  of  the  lakes  was  of 
more  immediate  importance  than  the 
object  of  ascertaining  the  geographical 
contour  of  the  country.  He  had  himself 
in  years  past  had  occasion  to  make  use 
of  the  Swiss  Survey  maps,  in  which  all 
detailed  information  was  given  as  to  the 
depths  of  lakes,  and  had  found  this  in- 
formation most  useful  for  engineering 
purposes.  But  when  he  came  to  our 
own  Ordnance  maps  he  found  the  whole 
of  the  lakes  a  blank,  and  civil  engineers 
were  deprived  of  that  data  so  useful  for 
them  in  the  preparation  of  plans,  and 
which  they  might  fairly  expect  to  find 
in  a  survey  of  the  kind.  This,  and 
the  question  of  adopting  an  automatic 
method  of  bringing  maps  up  to  date, 
wore  matters  of  great  importance.  He 
did  not  believe  that  the  originators  of 
the  costly  system  of  Ordnance  Surrey 
contemplated  simply  a  record  of  the 
state  of  the  country  at  one  particular 
period ;  they  surely  must  have  had  in 
their  minds  an  idea  of  keeping  up  the 
information  at  regular  intervals.  He 
hoped  that  on  these  points  the  sugges- 
tions made  would  have  serious  attention, 
with  good  results. 

Mr.  BRUNNER  (Cheshire,  North- 
wicli)  said,  he  would  suggest  the  de- 
sirability of  marking  the  heights  above 
the  sea  on  the  Survey  stones.  The 
figures  appeared  on  the  maps;  but  it 
would  be  interesting  and  useful  to  have 
them  really  recorded  on  the  spot.  A 
traveller  would  not  have  to  write  for  a 
map,  and  wait  until  ho  could  receive  it ; 
ho  would  have  this  interesting  informa- 
tion before  him  on  his  journey.  In 
many  parts  of  Europe  this  informatioa 
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was  recorded  in  localities,  often  at  rail- 
way stations. 

Mr.  HANBTJEY  (Preston)  said,  he 
would  be  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  include  in  his  answers  some 
information  in  reference  to  the  salary  of 
the  Director  of  Survey.  Last  year  that 
salary  appeared  as  £870,  but  now  it 
was  suddenly  raised  to  £1,200.  It 
did  not  appear  that  this  gentleman  was 
entitled  to  such  an  increase,  for  he  drew 
an  extra  sum  of  £400  for  work  done  for 
the  Local  Government  Boundary  Com- 
mission, together  with  some  £500  for 
retired  pay. 

Mr.  HANDEL  COSSHAM  (Bristol, 
E.)  said,  the  expenditure  had  reached 
a  very  large  amount,  and  ho  hoped  that 
the  account  of  the  progress  made  would 
indicate  the  completion  of  the  work 
soon. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy, &c.)  said,  there  was  very  little 
hope  that  we  should  be  able  to  rival 
the  United  States  Departments  in  this 
and  other  statistical  matters.  The 
United  States  were  immeasurably  ahead 
of  us.  It  was  a  pleasure  to  see  the 
amount  of  care  bestowed  upon  obtaining 
such  information  by  the  Statistical  De- 
partment at  Washington.  Still,  though 
we  might  not  be  able  to  overtake  the 
United  States,  he  thought,  considering 
the  extent  of  the  expenditure,  onr  Ord- 
nance maps  might  be  more  complete. 
Take  the  County  of  Fife ;  there  was  not 
an  Ordnance  map  for  professional  pur- 
poses available  ;  it  was  too  small,  and  it 
was  altogether  out  of  date  and  useless 
for  modern  purposes  by  landowners 
and  others.  He  knew  of  landowners 
who,  when  they  had  to  deal  with  estates, 
were  obliged  to  have  a  survey  made  for 
themselves. 

The  FIEST  COMMISSIONEE  of 
WOEKS  (Mr.  Pluwket)  (Dublin  Uni- 
yersity)  said,  he  would  endeavour  to 
reply  so  far  as  he  could  to  the  several 
questions  asked.  First,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur 
O'Oonnor)  asked  as  to  the  progress  of 
the  Irish  Survey.  This  had  now  been 
ordered  to  be  carried  out  with  maps  of 
25 -inch  scale  instead  of  the  old  6-inch 
Boale.  This  was  pressed  upon  the  De- 
partment in  former  discussions  on  the 
Estimates,  and  was  now  being  done. 
In  the  next  place,  the  hon.  Member 
aaked  whether  stock  had  been  taken  of 
the  various  materials  in  the  possession 


of  the  Department,  a  question  he  had 
raised  on  a  previous  occasion.  The  hon. 
Member  would  see  it  was  not  possible  to 
take  stock  of  all  materials  at  the  same 
time ;  but  a  system  had  been  adopted  by 
means  of  which  stock  was  taken  of  each 
particular  class  of  materials,  and  in  that 
way  he  believed  they  would  be  able  to 
arrive  in  the  course  of  the  year  at  the 
amount  of  stock.  Then  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber asked  as  to  the  system  of  contracts 
for  stores,  and  here  he  (Mr.  Plunket) 
had  to  say  that  it  was  not  possible  to 
pursue  the  same  system  as  was  adopted 
in  other  Departments ;  materials  and  in- 
struments being  of  the  moflt  delicate  and 
complicated  nature.  It  had  been  found 
practically  impossible  to  adopt  a  system 
of  open  competition  for  these  contracts. 
As  to  the  salary  of  the  Director,  he  ex- 
plained that  the  apparent  increase  was 
due  to  the  sum  of  £1,200  representing 
the  consolidated  salary  hitherto  partly 
paid  under  this  Vote,  and  partly  by 
military  pay.  This  sum  represented  the 
whole  of  the  salary.  As  to  the  obser- 
vations by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  West  Edinburgh  (Mr. 
Buchanan),  he  (Mr.  Plunket)  could  only 
say  they  should  have  every  attention, 
though  he  confessed  he  did  not  quite 
understand  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  meant  by  an  automatic  system 
of  revision.  A  re-survey  was  as  often 
as  practicable  carried  out  without  in- 
curring a  large  expenditure. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
desired  to  know  whether  Scotland  was 
to  have  the  25 -inch  maps,  or  was  to  con- 
tinue with  the  old  6-inch  maps  ? 

Mr.  BUCHANAN  said,  he  did  not 
mean  to  suggest  any  detailed  plan  when 
he  spoke  of  automatic  revision.  What 
he  complained  of  was  that  many  Scotch 
counties  were  only  completed  on '  the 
6-inch  scale,  and  practically  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  there  was  no  revision  at 
all  of  the  old  maps,  and  many  of  the 
1-inch  maps  were  not  yet  published,  or 
likely  to  be  published  this  year.  The 
appeal  for  a  revised  issue  was  refused 
before  the  Office  was  closed,  and  now  it 
was  said  the  Office  being  closed,  and 
made  over  to  the  Post  Office,  nothing 
more  could  be  done.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  nothing  about  the 
survey  of  lakes  in  Scotland  and  other 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom.  He  was 
informed  that  it  could  be  carried  out  at 
a  very  small  cost.    He  had  had  an  op- 
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portunity  of  speaking  on  the  subject 
with  a  naval  officer  who  had  been 
engaged  on  many  Government  sur- 
veying expeditions,  and  he  said,  re- 
ferring to  his  experiences  on  the  West 
Ooast  of  Scotland  and  Ireland,  that 
if  directed  to  survey  and  lay  down 
soundings  on  the  lakes,  this  could  be 
done  by  boats'  crews  in  the  middle  of 
their  ordinary  sea  work  of  surveying 
along  the  coast.  The  cost  would  be  little, 
the  result  would  be  of  the  greatest  value 
for  scientific  and  engineering  purposes, 
and  also  for  navigation  purposes.  Even 
the  lochs  that  constituted  the  Caledonian 
Canal  had  had  no  regular  Ordnance 
survey ;  only  a  rough  survey  by  private 
effort  gave  incompletely  the  general 
average  of  depth. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  he  would  in- 
quire  into  the  matter,  which,  so  far  as  he 
knew,  was  suggested  now  for  the  first 
time. 

Mb.  MUNBELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
explained  that  the  £1,200  for  the 
Director  represented  the  consolidated 
salary  ;  but  was  there  not  also  £400  for 
services  on  the  Local  Government  Board 
Boundary  Commission  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  to  thb  TEEA- 
SURY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
the  explanation  which,  until  now  he  had 
not  understood,  was,  that  the  asterisk 
was  misplaced,  owing  to  a  slip  of  the 
printer ;  it  should  appear  by  the  Major 
General's  name,  not  that  of  the  Director. 

Mb.  BEUNNEE  said,  he  hoped  that 
his  request  would  not  be  passed  over  as 
too  trivial. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  certainly  he 
would  bear  it  in  mind,  and  have  inquiry 
made. 

Mr.  LABOUOIIEUE  (Northampton) 
said,  a  note  referred  to  the  sum  realized 
from  the  sale  of  maps,  and  it  was  a 
matter  of  importance  to  consider  that 
these  maps  were  sold  at  an  excessively 
high  price,  on  the  principle  of  large 
profits  and  small  sales.  To  many  per- 
sons these  maps  would  be  useful,  and  ho 
believed  the  Government  would  realize 
quite  as  much  from  sales  if  they  con- 
siderably reduced  the  price  to  the  public. 
Having  made  the  original  outlay,  and 
got  the  proofs,  any  number  might  be 
produced.  Everyone  who  had  expe- 
rience of  printing  knew  that  after  the 
first  oost  the  expense  of  printing  ma- 
chinery and  ink  did  not  amount  to  much. 

Mr,  Buchanan 


If  the  Government  would  be  content 
with  a  profit  of  some  33  per  cent^  they 
would  largely  increase  their  sale,  and 
benefit  a  large  number  of  the  com- 
munity. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  8um,not  exceeding  £7,900,be  grmnted 
to  Her  Mai'est J,  to  complete  the  sam  neoeoary 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  coane 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
day  of  March  1889,  for  the  erection  and  aiain- 
tonance  (including  rents,  &o.)  of  Buildings  for 
the  Department  of  Science  and  Art." 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  said,  ho  must  object  to  this  Vote 
going  through  without  disoussion.  He 
had  something  to  say  in  regard  to  it, 
and  hoped  Progress  would  be  now  re- 
ported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Ifr,  D%Uw^%) 
— put,  and  agreed  to. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 

Committee  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow. 

COPYRIGHT  (MUSICAL  COMPOSITIONS) 

BILL.— [Bill  166.] 
(Jfr.  Addison,  Mr,  BartUy,  Mr,  DiUwjfn^  Mr. 

LawsoH.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Plaintiff  to  recover  sucli 
damages  (less  than  40«.)  as  the  coort  or 
judge  may  deem  just). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attobnict 
General,  the  following  Amendments 
made:— In  page  1,  line  9,  leave  out 
''passed,"  and  insert  "of  the  Session 
held ; "  and  in  line  1 1,  leave  out "  law/' 
and  insert  ''laws." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Costs  to  be  in  the  discretion 
of  the  judge). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attornit 
General,  the  following  Amendment 
made: — In  page  1,  line  25,  after 
"tried,"  insert"  and  section  four  of 
'  The  Copyright  (Musical  Compositions) 
Act,  1882,'  is  hereby  ropoaled." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Proprietor  not  wilfuUjper- 
mitting  such  perlormanoe  to  be  ezempt)« 


69S 


tiOeat 


{April  6,  1888} 


Government, 


5d4 


On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  the  following  Amendments 
made: — In  page  1,  line  26,  leave  out, 
**  or  plaoeg ; ''  in  line  27,  leave  out,  **  or 
places;"  and  in  page  2,  line  6,  after 
"performance,"  insert  '* knowing  it  to 
be  unauthorised." 

Olause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Definition). 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Clause  strttck  out. 

Clause  5  agreed  to. 

Clauses  (Extent  of  Act). 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2i 
line  13,  leave  out  "extend  only  to 
England  and  Wales,"  and  insert  "  not 
extend  to  Scotland  or  Ireland." — (Mr, 
Attorney  General.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O^OGNNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked,  why  this  limitation  was 
introduced. 

Mr.  ADDISON  (Ashton-under-Lyne) 
said,  personally  he  should  prefer  that 
the  Bill  should  extend  to  Ireland  and 
Scotland,  for  he  believed  it  would  in 
both  countries  prove  a  very  useful  mea- 
sure. He  did  not  wish  to  introduce  con- 
troversial matter,  and  therefore  had  not 
included  Ireland,  but  would  be  quite 
ready  to  meet  the  wishes  of  Xrish 
Members.  He  might  say  that  among 
his  correspondence  on  the  subject  he 
had  had  complaints  from  persons  who 
in  Ireland  had  been  victims  of  the  system 
of  blackmail  the  Bill  would  stop. 

Thb  attorney  general  (Sir 
BiOHARD  Webster)  (Isle  of  Wight) 
said,  he  had  no  objection  to  the  words 
"  or  Ireland  "  being  struck  out,  his  only 
object  in  proposing  the  Amendment 
was  to  carry  out  the  intention  of  the 
promoters  in  the  usual  Parliamentary 
form.  Ho  expressed  no  opinion  what- 
ever as  to  the  desirability  of  extending 
the  Bill  to  Ireland  or  Scotland.  As  a 
matter  of  drafting,  if  that  policy  were 
adopted  the  clause  should  be  struck  out 
altogether. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  the 
object  of  the  Bill,  as  he  understood  it, 
was  to  prevent  a  system  of  fraud  and 
blackmail  pursued  by  a  limited  number 
of  persons,  and  he  could  see  no  reason 
why  the  Bill  ehoold  not  apply  to  Ire- 
land. 


Mr.  ADDISON  said,  he  should  be 
very  glad  to  omit  the  clause. 

Dr.  EARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  said,  if  there  was  any  advan- 
tage in  the  Bill,  Scotland  had  a  fair  claim 
to  share  in  it. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Addison,  Clause 
struck  out  of  the  Bill. 

Preamble  agreed  to. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be 
considered  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  twenty  minutes 

after  Twelve  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  6th  April,  1888. 


IIINVTE8.]—8\JVFLY— considered  in  Committee 
—  Civil  Service  Estimates  ;  Class  I.  — 
Public  Works  and  Buildings,  Votes  14  to 
20,  23,  25  to  27 ;  Class  II.—Salaribs  and 
E^cpENSES  OP  Civil  Departments,  Votes  1 
to  4 
Resolutions  [April  6]  reported. 

Private  Bill  (by  Order)— Withdrawn — South 
Eastern  and  London,  Chatham,  and  Dover 
Railways  ( Arbitration). • 

Public  Bills  —  Ordered  —  First  Reading  — 
Moveable  Abodes*  [200]. 

Second  Reading — Pharmacy  Acts  Amendment 
[House  counted  out]. 

Committee — Report — Customs  (Isle  of  Man)  ♦ 
[196J. 

M OTION . 


MOYBABLE  ABODES  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Burt,  Bill  to  provide  for 
the  registration  and  regulation  of  travelling 
vans  or  other  vehicles  used  as  Temporary 
Abodes,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Burt, 
Mr.  Caino,  Dr.  Cameron,  Mr.  Penrose  Fitz- 
gerald, Mr.  Lewis  Fry,  Mr.  T.  M.  Ilealy,  and 
Mr.  Hozier. 
Bi\L presented,  and  read  the  first  time,  [Bill  200.] 

Q  UESTI0N8. 

LOCAL     GOVERNMENT  —  SEWERAGE 
WORKS— INCIDENCE  OF  COST. 

Mr.  MOWBEAY  (Lancashire,  Prest- 
wioh)  asked  the  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  Whether  it  is  tho 
case  that  the  extra  expense  caused  to  a 
Sanitary  Authority  in  carrying  out  a 
scheme  of  sewerage  for  a  district,  by 
reason  of  the  drainage  of  oounty  build* 
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ings,  such  as  lunatic  asylums  situated 
within  tho  district,  falls  wholly  upon  the 
local  rates  of  such  district ;  and,  whe- 
ther such  buildiDgs  are  assessed  to  the 
local  rates  of  the  district  only  on  the 
agricultural  value  of  the  land  without 
the  buildings ;  and  whether,  if  so,  he 
could  see  his  way  to  insert  provisions 
either  in  the  Local  Government  Bill  or 
in  the  Lunacy  Bill  to  remedy  such  a 
state  of  things,  and  to  make  such  extra 
expense  a  charge  upon  the  General 
County  Rate  ? 

The  president  (Mr.  Eitciiie) 
(Tower  Hamlets,  St.  George's) :  The 
cost  of  general  works  of  sewerage  in  the 
district  of  a  Sanitary  Authority,  includ- 
ing those  which  are  required  for  a 
lunatic  asylum  situated  within  the  dis- 
trict, is  defrayed  out  of  the  local  rates. 
The  lands  and  buildings  acquired  for  the 
purpose  of  a  pauper  lunatic  asylum  are 
not  liable  to  be  assessed  to  local  rates  at 
a  higher  value  than  that  at  which  they 
were  assessed  at  the  time  of  their 
acquisition.  A  clause  altering  the  law 
in  this  respect  would  not  be  germane  to 
the  provisions  of  tho  Local  Government 
Bill ;  but  an  opportunity  will  arise  for 
my  hon.  Friend  to  raise  tho  question  of 
the  assessment  of  asylums  when  the 
Lunacy  Acts  Amendment  Bill  is  before 
the  House.  The  Government  are  willing 
to  consider  the  matter  in  connection  with 
that  BiU. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— THE   FINANCIAL 
RESOLUTIONS— TAX  ON  HORSES. 

Mr.  HOZIER  (Lanarkshire,  S.)  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther he  can  see  his  way  to  permit  medical 
men  to  keep  at  least  one  horse  each  free 
of  Horso  Tax  ? 

Dk.  FARQUHARSON  (Aberdeen- 
shire, W.)  asked  the  right  hon  Gentle- 
man, Whether  such  horses  as  were  used 
by  medical  men,  more  especially  by 
country  doctors,  for  professional  pur- 
1)0808,  might  not  be  described  rather  as 
trade  than  as  pleasure  horses  ;  and  whe- 
ther it  was  not  the  fact  that  such  men, 
although  they  used,  did  not  abuso  tlie 
roads,  inasmuch  as  they  drove  very  light 
tra2)s  ? 

The  chancellor  of  tiieEXCHE- 
QUER  (Mr.  Gosciien)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square)  :  I  find  that  there  is  a 
precedent  for  such  an  exemption  as  the 
hon.  Member's  Question  suggests.    Up 

Mr*  Mowhray 


to  1869-70,  when  the  Horse  Tax  stood 
at  one  guinea,  doctors  and  ministers  of 
religion  paid  only  half  the  duty,  and  this 
continued  till  the  duty  was  redaced  to 
10«.  ^d,  for  everybody.  The  question 
whether  one  horse  ought  to  be  exempted 
in  the  case  of  doctors  and  ministerB  of 
religion  is  receiving  the  moat  careful 
consideration  of  the  Government ;  bat  it 
must  not  be  forgotten  that  exemptions 
are  almost  always  of  an  inaidioos 
nature,  and  that  it  is  difficult,  when 
once  you  begin  making  exemptions 
from  any  duty,  to  know  where  to  draw 
the  line.  There  is  some  force  in  the 
observation  of  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Dr.  Farquhorson)  that  doctors  in  the 
country  districts  do,  to  a  certain  extent, 
come  under  the  definition  of  ''traders."  I 
must  take  this  opportunity  of  reminding 
the  House  that  the  question  of  exemp- 
tions from  Horse  or  Wheel  Tax,  and, 
indeed,  the  question  of  these  taxes 
generally,  is  one  between  the  interests 
of  persons  using  horses  and  carts  and 
that  of  the  general  body  of  ratepayers. 
It  is  not  a  question  between  the  former 
and  the  National  Exchequer.  I  mention 
this,  because  I  see  that  in  many  quarters 
the  idea  still  prevails  that  these  taxes  are 
in  some  way  connected  with  the  reduc- 
tion of  Id,  in  the  Income  Tax.  At  the 
same  time,  the  Government  feel  that  it  is 
essential  that  these  taxes,  purely  local 
as  they  are,  should  be  placed  upon  the 
justest  possible  basis. 

Mb.  CHANNING  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  also  con* 
sidered  the  case  of  farmers'  horses  ? 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  said,  he  was  ^yisg 
that  matter  his  most  careful  considera- 
tlon.  What  he  was  anxious  to  do  was 
to  carry  out  the  view  that  what  the 
French  called  ''horses  of  luxury"  were 
to  be  taxed ;  but  that  horses  required 
for  any  particular  trade  should  not  be 
taxed.  That  was  the  theory  of  the  tax, 
and  he  hoped  it  might  be  carried  out  in 
that  sense  and  in  that  spirit. 

WAYS  AND  MEANS-THE  FINAKOIAL 
RESOLUTIONS— TAX  ON  CARTS  AIJD 
WlIEEIiS. 

Mb.  GENT-DAVIS  (Lambeth,  Ken- 
nington)  (for  Mr.  Kelly)  (Oamberwell, 
N.)  askod  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  £z<Ae- 
quer,  Whether,  in  view  of  the  very 
serious  remonstrances  which  have  ap- 
peared in  the  public  Press,  and  whm 
have  been  addressed  to  him,  against  ftht 
proposed  new  taxes  on  carts  and  whteli^ 
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he  has  any  intention  of  abandoning 
them,  or,  at  any  rate,  so  modifying  them 
as  to  prevent  their  proving  an  oppres- 
sive tax  upon  industry,  and  being  the 
means  of  throwing  a  very  largo  number 
of  artisans,  more  especially  in  the  van- 
building  and  wheelwright  trades,  out 
of  work. 

Mr.  PICKERSGILL  (Bethnal  Green, 
S.W.)  asked,  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  adhered  to  his  Estimate  of 
£300,000  as  the  produce  of  the  Wheel 
and  Cart  Tax;  and,  whether  ho  was 
aware  that,  outside  official  circles,  it  was 
almost  universally  considered  that  the 
Estimate  was  much  too  low  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Gosohen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  he  was 
quite  prepared  in  the  case  of  this  tax,  as 
in  others,  to  listen  to  all  the  remon- 
strances that  might  be  made ;  but  a 
great  many  of  those  remonstrances 
which  he  had  seen  had  been  somewhat 
exaggerated — such,  for  instance,  as  the 
suggestion  that  artisans  in  the  van- 
building  and  wheelwright  trades  would 
be  thrown  out  of  work.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber dealt  with  two  questions,  which  were 
really  distinct — the  small  Wheel  Tax 
which  was  proposed,  and  the  heavier 
tax  which  was  put  upon  vans.  While, 
no  doubt,  he  had  received  remonstrances 
from  the  owners  of  heavy  vans  on  the 
one  hand,  he  had,  on  the  other  hand, 
received  strong  expressions  of  approval 
on  the  ground  that  these  heavy  convey- 
ances, which  caused  immense  expense  in 
repairing  the  roads,  should  contribute 
to  their  repair.  As  attention  had  been 
drawn  to  the  remonstrances  in  the  Press, 
he  wished  to  point  out  that  when  any  par- 
ticular interest  was  hit  it  was  certain  that 
they  would  write  to  the  newspapers, 
while  the  vast  number  of  those  who  would 
benefit  by  tho  remission  of  rates  were 
silent ;  and  in  that  way  sometimes  a 
false  public  opinion  was  created.  With 
reference  to  the  point  most  properly 
brought  to  his  attention  by  the  hon. 
Member  (Mr.Fickersgill),  he  was  making 
inquiries  into  the  subject ;  and  it  was 
very  possible  that  a  considerably  larger 
revenue  might  bo  derived.  It  was  per- 
fectly right  that  officials  should  gener- 
ally bo  moderate  in  their  Estimates. 
While  he  should  be  glad  to  meet  any 
specific  grievance,  evidence  had  come  to 
lum  that  this  tax — ^namely,  that  on  heavy 
vans — was  considered  to  be  a  fair  tax  ; 


and  at  present  he  saw  no  reason  to 
modify  the  resolution  at  which  the  Go- 
vernment had  arrived  to  propose  this 
tax. 

THE  FINANCIAL  RESOLUTIONS— LI- 
CENCES FOR  AGRICULTURAL  CARTS 
AND  WAGGONS. 

Mr.  round  (Essex,  N.E.,  Harwich) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, Whether  any  licences  will  be  re- 
quired, either  per  wheel  or  otherwise, 
for  waggons  and  carts  used  solely  in 
agriculture  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschkn)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square) :  No,  Sir ;  no  licences 
of  any  sort  will  be  required  for  any 
vehicles  used  solely  for  the  purposes  of 
agriculture. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  S.)  in- 
quired,  whether  theemployment  of  carts 
and  waggons  by  farmers  in  carrying  their 
farm  produce  to  market  for  sale  or  to  a 
railway  station  would  bo  considered  an 
employment  in  agriculture  ? 

Mr.  gosohen  :  Yes  ;  I  should  so 
understand  it.  If  a  farmer  conveyed  his 
own  produce  to  market,  or  to  a  railway 
station,  that  would  be  employment  on 
the  work  of  the  farm.  On  the  other 
hand,  if  he  let  out  his  carts,  and  did 
haulage  for  other  people,  that  would 
clearly  not  come  under  the  exemption, 
and  he  would  bo  liable. 

Mr.  PICTON  (Leicester)  asked,  whe- 
ther farmers'  carts  which  were  used  for 
carrying  coal  from  railway  stations 
would  be  liable  to  bo  taxed  ? 

Mr.  gosohen  :  The  hon.  Member 
is  perfectly  right  in  putting  this  Ques- 
tion. Where  a  farmer  uses  his  cart  for 
the  conveyance  of  coal  from  railway  sta- 
tions for  other  persons,  then  I  consider 
that  he  ought  to  pay  the  tax  ;  but  if  he 
uses  it,  say,  to  take  his  wheat  to  a  rail- 
way station,  and  to  bring  back  coal  for 
his  own  use,  then  I  do  not  consider  that 
he  ought  to  pay  the  tax.  That  is  tho 
general  spirit  in  which  the  Act  will  be 
administered.  It  is  very  difficult  to  say 
beforehand  how  particular  cases  will  be 
dealt  with;  but,  doubtless,  some  lati- 
tude will  be  allowed  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  statute. 

SCOTLAND-LOCAL    TAXATION- 
ALLOCATION  OF  £240,000. 
Mr.  BUCHANAN  (Edinburgh,  W.) 
asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
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When  tlio  scheme  for  the  distribution 
of  the  sum  of  £240,000,  to  be  allocated 
to  Scotland  in  aid  of  local  taxation  during 
the  present  year,  will  be  laid  before 
Parliament ;  and,  whether,  inasmuch  as 
the  grant  for  main  roads,  which  is  to  be 
a  first  charge  on  that  sum,  is  almost 
exclusively  a  grant  in  favour  of  the 
county  ratepayer,  ho  will  take  care  that 
the  interests  of  the  ratepayers  of  the 
towns  are  duly  regarded  in  the  general 
scheme  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  THE  EXCHE- 
QUER (Mr.  Goschen)  (St.  George's, 
Hanover  Square),  in  reply,  said,  with 
regard  to  the  first  part  of  the  Question, 
he  would  give  the  hon.  Member  the 
earliest  Notice  possible  as  to  when  the 
proposal  would  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment. As  to  the  secor.d  point,  ho  was 
in  consultation  with  the  Secretary  for 
Scotland ;  and  it  would  be  the  earnest 
desire  of  both  of  them  to  do  justice  as 
between  the  ratepayers  in  the  country 
and  the  ratepayers  in  tho  towns. 

Mil.  BUCHANAN  wished  to  know, 
whether  they  would  have  the  informa- 
tion as  to  how  tho  sum  was  to  bo  allo- 
cated in  Scotland  before  the  Local 
Government  Bill  for  England  passed 
through  the  House  ? 

Mr.  R.  PRESTON  BRUCE  (Fifeshiro, 
W.)  asked,  whether  there  was  any 
reason  why  the  financial  arrangement 
affecting  Scotland  should  not  be  laid 
before  the  House  now  ? 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  there  was  no 
Voto  to  be  taken  before  the  information 
with  regard  to  allocation  to  Scotland  and 
Ireland  was  laid  before  the  House.  AVhat 
he  had  said,  or  what  he  intended  to  say, 
was  that  a  Vote  would  have  to  be  taken 
before  the  sum  could  be  allocated ;  but 
not  before  the  Government  could  an- 
nounce their  intentions  to  the  House. 
Ho  would  communicate  again  with  the 
Secretary  for  Scotland,  and  he  was  in 
communication  with  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  ;  and  he  would  endeavour  to 
give  tho  earliest  information  with  regard 
to  the  proposals  which  ho  should  make. 
Ho  could  only  repeat  that  tho  Govern- 
ment were  under  somewhat  high  pressure 
with  regard  to  tho  preparation  of  the 
various  schemes ;  and  ho  was  anxious 
that  there  should  bo  every  deliberation 
as  to  the  best  mode  of  distributing,  both 
in  Ireland  and  Scotland,  those  sums  that 
would  be  allocated  to  local  purposes.  No 
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further  delay  would  take  place  than  was 
absolutely  necessary. 

CRI3HNAL  LAW— 7  &  8  GEO.  TV.  CAP.  28 

—REPEAL  OF  THE  "WHIPPING 

PROVISIONS." 

Mr.  PICE:ERSGILL  (Beihnal  Green, 
S.W)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  When  the  (Go- 
vernment will  introduce  their  promised 
Bill  to  repeal  the  '  *  whipping  "  provisionB 
of  the  7  &  8  Oeo,  IV.  c.  28 ;  and.  whether 
it  has  been  decided  to  include  the  repeal 
of  the  ''whipping  "  provisions  of  the 
Vagrant  Act  ? 

The  SECRETAEY  of  STATE  (Mr. 
Matthews)  (Birmingham,  E.),  in  reply, 
said,  he  hoped  to  be  able  this  Session  to 
repeal  tho  provision  referred  to  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  either  by  the  Statute 
Law  Bevision  Bill  or  by  a  separate  mea- 
sure. He  would  consider  tho  suggestion 
as  to  repealing  the  '^  Whipping  Clauses  " 
of  the  Vagrant  Act. 

HIGH  COURT  OF  JUSTICE  (CHANCERY 

DIVISION)-AN  ADDITIONAL  JUDGE. 

Mr.  BAETLEY  (Islington,  N.)  (for 
Mr.  Kelly)  (Camberwell,  N.)  aakedthe 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  Whether, 
when  giving  Notice  of  his  intention  to 
move  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  for  the 
appointment  of  an  additional  Judge  of  the 
Chancery  Division  of  the  High  Court  of 
Justice,  he  has  had  in  mind  the  provi- 
sions of  Clause  6  of  the  Bailway  and 
Canal  TrafRc  Bill,  now  in  this  House, 
and  which  has  already  passed  through  the 
House  of  Lords,  the  language  of  which 
clause  is  as  follows: — 

''On  an  Addrcis  from  both  Hooses  of  Flw- 
liamcnt  re^)resonting^  that,  regard  being  had  to 
the  duties  imposed  by  this  Act  on  the  $x  ^ch 
Commissioner,  the  state  of  bosinesfl  in  tiie  High 
Court  in  England  requires  the  appointment  of 
an  additional  Judge  of  that  Oourt/'  &c.; 

and,  whether  the  proposed  appointment 
of  a  further  Judge  of  the  Chancezy 
Division  of  tho  High  Court  of  Jnstice 
would  be  in  addition  to  or  substitution 
for  the  appointment  provided  for  nnder 
such  Clause  6  of  the  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Bill  ? 

The  first  LORD  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  (Strand,  Westminster) :  The  ap- 
pointment of  an  additional  Chancery 
Judge  is  rendered  necessary  by  the  state 
of  business  in  that  Division  of  the  High 
Court  of  Justice.    The  powers  given  by 
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Clause  6  of  the  Hallway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Bill  will  enable  the  Government 
to  appoint  a  Judge;  but  no  suoh  pro- 
posal will  be  made  to  the  House  unless 
the  then  state  of  business  in  the  High 
Court  renders  it  absolutely  necessary 
that  suoh  an  addition  shall  be  made. 

ORDERS    OF  THE  DA  Y. 


SUPPLY.— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

GOVERNMENT  YARDS  AND  FACTORIES. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  BAUMANN  (Oamberwell,  Peck- 
ham),  in  rising  to  move  as  an  Amend- 
ment— 

**  That  in  the  present  condition  of  the  labour 
market,  it  is  expedient,  with  a  view  to  giving 
employment  to  a  greater  number  of  workmen, 
to  aiscontinue  the  practice  of  working  overtime 
in  Government  Yards  a'nd  Factories,  so  far  as 
may  be  done  without  injury  to  the  Public  Ser- 


Tice. 


I* 


said,  that  it  was  unnecessary  to  offer  any 
apology  to  the  House  for  asking  it  to 
postpone  the  consideration  of  the  Esti* 
mates  for  a  short  time  in  order  to  turn 
its  attention,  if  only  for  an  hour  or  so, 
to  a  subject  whieh  was  quite  as  interest- 
ing and  quite  as  important,  both  from 
an  eoonomic  point  of  view,  as  the  saving 
or  the  squandering  of  the  nation's  taxes. 
The  condition  of  the  labour  market  and 
of  the  sources  of  employment  raised 
questions  which  not  only  puzzled  philoso- 
phers and  statisticians,  but  constituted 
for  the  practical  politician  the  one  ques- 
tion of  supreme  importance  at  the  pre- 
sent time.  The  one  subject  which 
seemed  to  escape  the  sweep  of  our 
statesmen's  telescope  was  the  small 
Island  in  which  we  lived  and  had  our 
being.  He  might  be  paradoxical  and 
parochial  in  his  ideas,  but  ho  could  not 
nelp  thinking  that  the  number  and  the 
prospects  of  our  unemployed  artizans 
at  home  formed  a  subject  quite  as 
worthy  of  consideration  as  the  condition 
of  Egypt,  the  Canadian  Fishery  Ques- 
tion, the  Indian  liquor  question,  or  the 
remuneration  of  that  interesting  person, 
the  Royal  rat-catcher.     What  was  the 

{resent  condition  of  the  labour  market  ? 
t  was  generally  computed  that  there 


were  at  the  present  time  some  7,000,000 
of  adult  male  workers  in  the  Three 
Kingdoms.  According  to  the  speech 
delivered  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Ehondda  Valley  (Mr.  Abrahams)  last 
December,  at  the  annual  Congress  of  the 
Trades  Union  at  Swansea,  there  were 
at  the  present  time  900,000  workmen 
out  of  employment,  and  according  to  the 
same  authority,  tho  6,000,000  workmen 
were  working  on  an  average  9  hours 
a-day.  The  hon.  Gentleman  went  on  to 
say  that  if  that  average  of  9  hours  a-day 
were  reduced  to  8  hours,  the  immediate 
effect  would  be  to  absorb  750,000  out  of 
the  900,000  unemployed.  He  imagined, 
however,  although,  of  course,  he  spoke 
under  correction,  thatout  of  the  7,000,000 
workmen  there  were  5,500,000  in  em- 
ployment and  1,500,000  out  of  employ- 
ment, and  he  put  the  average  daily 
normal  working  hours  at  10  instead  of 
9,  or  60  hours  a- week.  The  average  over- 
time worked  by  each  man  was  12  hours 
a  week,  which  was  a  little  less  than  the 
average  overtime  at  the  Woolwich  and 
Enfield  Factories  in  1885.  As  the 
normal  hours  of  labour  were  60  per 
week,  and  the  average  amount  of  over- 
time 12  hours  per  man,  seeing  that  12 
was  the  fifth  of  60,  it  followed  that  if 
the  average  of  12  hours  overtime  were 
distributed  it  would  absorb  1,100,000 
out  of  the  1,500,000  of  unemployed 
artizans.  Now,  the  Government  of  this 
country  was  a  very  large,  if  not  the  largest, 
employer  of  labour.  It  employed,  or 
did  until  recently,  at  Woolwich  and 
Enfield  alone,  more  than  10,000  men, 
and  at  the  five  great  Dockyards  it  em- 
ployed 21,000.  It  was,  therefore, 
necessary  to  look  with  special  solicitude 
to  see  what  attitude  the  Government 
took  up  on  the  subject  of  overtime.  Ho 
should  also  be  glad  to  learn  from  some 
Member  of  the  Government  what  view 
they  took  of  the  respective  merits  of 
overtime  and  night  shifts.  He  thought 
it  was  necessary  that  there  should  be  an 
authoritative  declaration  on  the  subject 
in  order  that  the  country  might  know 
the  mind  of  the  Government,  especially 
as  there  was  reason  to  believe  that  a 
sensible  and  wholesome  alteration  had 
been  made  recently.  What  the  public 
were  able  to  learn  from  Parliament  Be- 
turns  was  that  in  the  year  1885-6 — he 
apologized  for  the  age  of  the  figures  ho 
was  compelled  to  give,  but  it  would  have 
taken   too  long  to    bring  the  figures 
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up  to  a  moro  recent  date — in  the  year 
1885-6,  out  of  a  total  of  10,254  men  em- 
ployed at  the  Government  establish- 
ments at  AVoolwich  and  Enfield,  7,760 
worked,  on  an  average,  12^  hours  per 
week  overtime  for  37  weeks  out  of  the 
52.  The  total  number  of  hours  over- 
time worked  at  Enfield  and  Woolwich 
in  that  year  was  4,832,950,  which,  if 
distributed  among  fresh  men,  would 
have  given  employ  to  1,549  hands  for 
52  weeks  at  GO  hours  a-woek.  Thus 
every  five  men  working  overtime  kept 
out  a  sixth.  It  was,  however,  said  that 
the  sixth  man  was  not  there  to  accept 
employment,  and,  therefore,  that  the 
Government  must  work  overtime  be- 
cause the  necessary  labour  was  not 
available.  He  knew  it  was  a  prevalent 
belief  that  all  those  called  the  unem- 
ployed were  unskilled  labourers,  and 
some  persons  went  so  far  as  to  say  that 
the  unemployed  were  for  the  most  part 
thieves  and  roughs.  Heaven  knew 
what  the  unskilled  artizans  might  come 
to  if  they  were  left  no  alternative  but 
crime  and  the  workhouse.  Unfortunately 
it  had  been  shown  that  up  to  the  present 
time  a  large  percentage  of  the  most 
skilled  workmen  had  for  some  time  past 
been  living  on  the  unemployed  benefit 
fund  of  the  Trades  Unions.  He  wished 
to  prove  that  the  sixth  man  was  there, 
and  to  prove,  also,  from  statistical  tables 
and  from  the  Trades  Unions  returns, 
published  in  the  form  of  a  Blue-Book, 
that  highly  skilled  artizans  of  the  very 
same  description  as  those  who  had  been 
working  overtime  in  the  Government 
Dockyards  and  factories  were  walking 
about  the  streets  and  factories  waiting 
for  employment  and  living  on  the  un- 
employed benefit  funds  of  the  Trades 
Unions.  AVhat  was  the  description  of 
men  who  had  been  working  oveitimo  at 
Woolwich  and  Enfield  ?  They  were 
engine  fitters,  engineers,  smiths,  boiler 
makerd,  iron  ship-builders,  moulders,  car- 
penters, joiners,  wheelwrights,  masons, 
brickmakers  and  others.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  turn  to  the  tables  of  the 
Trades  Union  Societies  they  would  find 
that  in  the  year  1886  there  were  in  the 
Amalgamated  Society  of  Engineers  7*4 
per  cent  of  its  members  receiving  as- 
sistance from  the  unemployed  benefit 
fund,  and  necessitating  an  expenditure 
on  the  part  of  that  Society  of  £1  12«.  5Jrf. 
per  member ;  of  the  Amalgamated 
tiociety  of  Carpenters  and  Engineers  7*8 
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per  cent  of  its  members  were  reoeiving 
assistance  from  the  unemployed  benefit 
fund,  necessitating  an  expenditure  of 
£1  12«.  Id,  per  member;  the  Steam- 
Engine  Makers'  Society  had  5*8  per 
cent  of  its  members  receiving  assist- 
ance from  the  unemployed  benefit 
fund,  necessitating  an  expenditure  of 
£1  2i.  \\d,  per  member;  the  Friendly 
Society  of  Iron  Founders  had  no 
less  than  13-9  per  cent  of  its  mem- 
bers receiving  assistance  from  the 
united  benefit  fund,  involving  an  ex- 
penditure of  £2  14«.  Id,  per  member; 
the  United  Society  of  Boiler  Makers  and 
Iron  Shipbuilders  had  22*2  of  its 
members  receiving  assistance  from  the 
unemployed  benefit  fund,  entailing  an 
expenditure  of  £l  7«.  llr^.  per  member; 
the  United  Kingdom  Pattern.  Makers 
Association  had  9*6  per  cent  of  its 
members  receiving  assistance  from  the 
united  benefit  fund ;  and  the  Associated 
Blacksmiths'  Society  had  14*4  per  cent 
receiving  in  a  similar  way.  He  main- 
tained that  these  tables  were  a  splendid 
record  of  the  fight  which  the  Trades 
Unions  of  the  country  had  been  making 
with  distress  and  the  want  of  employ- 
ment; but  the  Trades  Unions  couldnot  go 
on  indefinitely  standing  this  strain  upon 
their  resources.  There  was  another  fea- 
ture in  regard  to  overtime  work,  which  he 
desired  to  bring  under  the  notice  of  the 
House — namely,  its  costliness  and  its 
extravagance.  By  paying  wages  of 
time  and  a  half  or  time  and  a  quarter 
to  a  tired  man,  they  were  paying  an 
appreciated  price  for  a  depreciated 
article.  He  put  the  produce  value  of 
overtime  work  at  a  quarter  below  that 
of  ordinary  time;  but  they  paid  a 
quarter  more  for  it.  In  this  way  for 
4,800,000  hours  of  overtime  work,  which 
was  in  round  numbers  the  amount  of 
overtime  work  done  in  Woolwich  and 
Enfield  in  1885,  the  men  claimed  and 
were  paid  wages  for  6,000,000  hours  at 
time  and  a  quarter,  or  7,200,000  hours 
at  time  and  a  half.  But  the  produce 
value  was  worth  a  quarter  less  than 
ordinary  time ;  so  that  for  3,600,000 
hours'  work  they  paid  6,000,000  hours' 
wages.  This  feature  of  overtime  work 
was  perfectly  familiar  to  all  large  em- 
ployers of  labour,  and  he  was  not  sur- 
prised to  find  that  the  Oovernment 
officials  one  and  all  united  in  condemn- 
ing the  wastefulness  and  extravagance 
of  overtime.    This  was  shown  by  the 
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evidence  given  before  Lord  Motley's 
Oomniittee  oa  tlie  Maaufacturin;  De- 
partmenti  of  tlie  Anuy,  nhich  reported 
last  year.  Among  the  witneeses  esa- 
miaed  was  Colonel  Barlow,  the  Super- 
intendent of  the  Soyal  Laboratory  at 
Woalwioh,  vho  said,  in  answer  to  ques- 
tion 3,302 — 

"I  tUiiik  it  ailviaublu  to  apread  your  work 
□voc  ug  Inrgo  a  nuuibor  of  iiiea  as  you  can.  In 
the  ciBU  of  ovartiuis  you  giio  tho  men  a  good 
deal  of  Bitra  pay  for  tho  time  homg,  and  then 
it  stops  ;  and,  so  far  ae  the  men  themSolTea  aro 
coacerocd,  that  ia  a  positiTS  disadvantage.  I 
think  as  a  GovernmnDt  work  wo  are  tight  to 
employ  a,  greater  number  of  men  inatoal  of 
employing  a  smallor  aumbor  and  giving  them 
a,  tremendous  amount  of  work.  For  inBtauce, 
I  tuna d  them  working  up  to  10  o'clook  at 
night,  and  aa  soon  aa  I  could,  I  intioduced 
night  shift*  and  extended  the  work  ovor  a 
greater  number." 

General  Maitland,  the  Superintendent 
of  the  Gun  Factory  objected  to  overtime 
on  the  ground  that  it  was  extravagant 
and  wasteful ;  as  also  did  Mr.  Hurst, 
Accountant  and  Auditor  to  the  Manu- 
facturing Departments,  on  the  score  of 
expense.  The  Committee  on  the  Ad- 
ministration of  the  Dockyards  reported 
in  the  previous  year.  Before  that  Oom- 
mittea,  in  1886,  Admiral  Herbert,  Ad- 
miral Superintendent  at  Portsmouth 
Dockyard,  in  answer  to  question  1,616, 
condemned  "extra  time  as  very  ex- 
pensive, and  said — 

"  That  it  was  impossible  for  men  to  work 
those  long  hours  and  give  us  any  return  pro- 
portionate for  our  money." 

Mr.  John  Huddy  and  Mr.  Bobert  Bar- 
naby  joined  in  the  same  view.  That 
was  a  form,idable  list  of  witnesses,  and 
he  would  like  to  know,  and  the  public 
were  interested  in  knowing,  whether  the 
public  had  really  parted  for  ever  with  a 
system  of  work  waich  was  so  unjust  to 
those  who  had  no  work  at  all,  which  was 
«o  oostly  to  the  ratepayers,  and  which 
was  BO  injurious  to  the  moral  and  physi- 
cal welfare  of  this  generation.  He 
woald  like  to  know  whether  it  was  the 
faot  that  overtime  had  been  forbidden  at 
Woolwich  and  Enhold.  He  should  like 
to  know  further,  whether  that  prohibi- 
tion extended  to  all  Government  Depart- 
ments of  labour,  and  whether  it  was  a 
temporary  suspension  or  a  pormanont 
regulation.  Tho  House  knew  that  six 
weeks  overtime  bad  already  been  worked 
at  Enfield  this  year.  He  should  like  to 
know  what  was  the  nature  of  the  work 


done  by  overtime,  and  if  the  work  could 
not  have  been  done  by  night  shifts.  He 
would  further  like  to  know  if  in  the 
future  the  Government  were  ^ing  to 
substitute  working  by  night  shifts  lor  a 
syatom  of  working  by  overtime.  He 
asked  these  questions  in  no  spirit  of 
hostility  to  the  Government.  He  simply 
aked  for  infortnation  which  ho  thought 
oulil  be  interesting  to  those  who  were 
specially  concerned  with  this  branch  of 
the  labour  question.  The  question  of 
overtime  in  Government  yards,  shops, 
and  factories,  and  its  relation  to  the 
labour  market,  was  merely  the  fringe  of 
that  very  much  larger  question  which, 
to  an  over -populated  country,  was  the 
one  question  of  supreme  moment  and 
surpassing  interest — namely,  the  general 
distribution  of  wages  and  employment 
throughout  the  country.  It  seemed  to 
him  to  be  a  question  of  whether  one 
man  was  to  work  overtime  and  another 
man  to  work  no  time,  of  whether  ttro 
men  were  to  work  for  eight  hours  or  one 
man  for  16  hours.  It  seemed  to  him  to 
be  a  question  whether  the  labourer 
Dives  would  allow  the  labourer  Lazarus 
to  pick  up  tho  crumbs  which  fell  from 
his  table,  or  whether  he  would  insist  on 
sweeping  them  up  for  his  own  benefit. 
We  know  that  any  universal  application 
of  an  Eight  Hours'  Bill  would  be  im- 
possible in  a  society  like  ours,  and,  if 
possible,  it  would  be  undesirable.  It 
would  be  impossible,  because,  before 
contemplating  the  adoption  of  an  Eight 
Hours'  Bill,  they  must  first  of  all  get 
foreign  workmen  in  other  countries  to 
reduce  their  hours  of  labour,  or  else 
they  must  shut  them  out  of  this  oountry 
by  the  strictest  protection.  Any  advo- 
cate of  on  Eight  Hours'  Bill  who  did 
not  realize  that  was  playing  a  game  at 
blind  man's  buff.  An  Eight  Hours'  Bill 
would  be  impossible  in  the  second  place, 
because  intelleotual  labour  and  the  retail 
work  of  redistribution  in  shops  differed 
essentially  from  manual  laoour,  and 
could  not  be  controlled  by  the  same 
measures.  He  repeated,  therefore,  that 
it  was  impossible  to  put  a  whole  society 
into  the  Procrustean  bed  of  an  Eight 
Hour  Bill.  But  the  working  classes 
themselves  had  the  same  power  over 
their  bouTH  of  labour  as  they  had  over 
the  wages  they  received.  They  could 
reduce  their  hours  by  the  same  lever  by 
which  they  raised  their  wages ;  it  was 
by  the  woiking  classes  themselves  that 
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the  hours  of  labour  must  be  shortened  iu 
this  oountrj.    It  was  by  combination,  by 
the  pressure  of  public  opinion ,  by  volun- 
tary association,  rather  than   by    any 
Eight   Hours'  Bill   that  the   excessive 
hours   of  labour  in  this  country  must 
bo  shortened.     It  had  already  been  done 
in  South  London  by  a  voluntary  closing 
movement,  under  the  auspices  of   his 
hon.  Friend  the  Mombor  for  Dulwich 
(Mr.   Maple).     They    were    told    that 
working  men  who  got  overtime  liked 
that  overtime,  and,  like  all  monopolists, 
refused  to  share  it  with    their   unem- 
ployed brethren.  He  very  much  doubted 
that,  because,  in  the  first  place,  working 
men  were  very  just  to  one  another,  and 
because,  in  the  second  place,  the  unem- 
ployed were  a  terrible  tax  on  the  em- 
ployed,   a    far  greater    tax    upon  the 
working  classes  than  to  any  other  class. 
Not  only  were  they  a  burden  on  the  rates 
of  the  parish  and  the  funds  of  the  Union, 
but  upon  the  earnings  of  the  working 
men  from  whom  the  unemployed  wore 
always  begging  or  borrowing.  The  truth 
was,  that  a  country  with  an  overstocked 
labour  market  like  ours  must  be  pre- 
pared to  do  one  of  two  things — cither  to 
secure  by  some  means   or  another   a 
more  equal  distribution  of  wages    and 
employment,  or  be  prepared  to  deal  with 
a  very  large  increase  of  the  pauper  and 
criminal  classes.     We  must  face   this, 
because  it  faced  us.     Tiiose  who  would 
not  face  facts  were  sure  to  be  made  to 
feel  them.    It  was  the  same  problem 
which   40   or   50  years  ago  stung  the 
sardonic  humour  of  Carlisle  into    pro- 
phecies—then described  as  the  mutter- 
ings  of  dyspepsia — now  being  realized 
day  by  day.     It  was  the  same  problem 
which  moved  the  fierce  indignation  of 
Kingsley,  and  which  lent  to  the  pages  of 
Disraeli's  Syhtl  their  most  pathetic  in- 
terest. The  same  problem  was  now  again 
before  us,   but   under   conditions  how 
changed .    There  was  now  a  larger  popu- 
lation, no  Corn  Laws  to  abolish,  no  Janded 
aristocracy  at  whose  doors  they  could  lay 
the  burden  of  their  sufferings.     The  con- 
dition of  the  landed  classes  in  this  country 
was  pitiable  in  the  extreme,  was  almost 
such  as  might  **  draw  iron  tears  down 
Pluto's  cheek."  That  condition  had  been 
reached  while  we  had  been  enjoying  the 
unrestricted  importation  of  every  article 
under  the  sun,  human  beings  included. 
For  40  years  the  gospel  of  every  man  for 
himself  and  the  Devil  take  the  bindmoati 
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had  been  preached  and  practised  in  this 
country  with  amazing  Buocess.  It  had 
produced  cheap  money  and  the  sweating 
system ;  a  million  of  unemployed,  and 
money  so  cheap  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  came  down  and  reduced 
the  interest  on  the  National  Debt. 
What  a  commentary  on  the  gospel  of 
gain  from  ruin!  A  period  of  unex- 
ampled cheapness  of  money,  said  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbook) 
and  a  population  of  something  like 
5,000,000  of  men,  women,  and  children 
who  could  get  no  work  or  wages,  or  who 
were  forced  to  work  under  conditions 
which  had  lately  been  revealed,  and 
which  made  a  very  ugly  stain  indeed  on 
the  gorgeous  garment  of  our  modem 
civilization.  Was  it  not  time,  then,  to 
take  stock  of  our  industrial  condition, 
and  were  they  not  entitled  to  look  to  the 
Government  for  guidance  and  direction 
on  that  labour  question,  for  on  no 
question  more  than  that  did  the  publio 
of  this  country  require  more  guidance 
and  direction,  because  economic  distress 
was  always  more  dangerous  and  more 
difficult  to  deal  with  than  political  dis- 
content. He  expected  to  receive  a 
sympathetic,  and  a  satisfactory  answer 
from  the  Government;  and  he  was 
certain  that  the  formal  repudiation  of 
tho  principlo^of  overtime  by  the  Oovem- 
ment would  have  a  sensible  and  salu- 
tary effect  in  diminishing  excessive  hours 
of  labour  throughout  the  country,  and 
would  thus  be  a  first  step  towards 
that  more  equal  distribution  of  profits, 
wages,  and  work  which  alone  could 
save  an  over-populated  country  from 
industrial  anarchy  and  social  ruin.  The 
hon.  Member  concluded  by  moving  the 
Amendment  which  stood  in  his  name. 

Mr.  HOWARD  VINCENT  (Sheffield, 
Central)  seconded  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  <<  That "  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  tiie  wordi 
*'  in  the  present  condition  of  the  labour  mar- 
ket, it  is  expedient,  with  a  view  to  giving  em« 
Sloyment  to  a  greater  number  of  workmen,  to 
isoontinue  the  practice  of  working  overtime 
in  Government  yards  and  faotoriea,  so  farai 
may  be  done  without  injury  to  the  Pablio  Ser« 
vice," — {Mr,  Baumann,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question.'' 
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The   SECEETAEY  of  STATE  foe 
WAR  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  (LiDcoInshire, 
Horncastle)  said,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Feckham  had  brought 
forward  a  very  interesting  subject  in 
moving  his    Resolution ;    but    he  was 
afraid  that,  speaking  on  behalf  of  the 
Government,  he  could  not  accept  the 
assumption s  contained  in  that  E  esolution . 
Those  assumptions  were  two  in  number. 
His  hon.   Friend    assumed,   first,  that 
there  was  a  practice  of  working  over- 
time in  the  Government  Dockyards  and 
manufactories;  and,  next,   that  if  that 
practice  were   discontinued    a    greater 
number  of  persons  would  be  employed 
in  those  establishments.  Ho  was  afraid 
that  his  hon.  Friend  and  ho  approached 
that  subject  from  somewhat  different 
points  of  view.     Bis  hon.  Friend  ap- 
proached it  from  the  point  of  view  of 
the  condition  of  the  labour  market  and 
the  dearth  of  employment  which  existed 
in  many  places.     Everybody,  of  course, 
had    great   sympathy  with  the  unem- 
ployed workmen,  and  must  feel  that  it 
was  exceedingly  desirable  that  the  trade 
of  the  country  should  be  in  such  a  state 
as  to  give  fullemploymentto  all  our  work- 
ing population.  The  Government,  there- 
fore, had  great  sympathy  with  his  hon. 
Friend  when  he  expressed  the  earnest 
desire  that  work  might  in  some  way  or 
other   be  found    for  the    unemployed. 
But  they    had    to    approach    matters 
affecting  the  Government  manufacturing 
establishments  from  a  somewhat  differ- 
ent point  of  view  from  that  of  his  hon. 
Friend.     They  had  to  conduct  the  Go- 
vernment yards   and   factories    in   the 
manner  which  would  secure  the  greatest 
efficiency  and   the    greatest    economy. 
Those   were  the  rules  by  which  alone 
they  must  bo  guided ;  and,  looking  at 
the  question  from  that  point  of  view,  the 
Government  absolutely  condemned  sys- 
tematic overtime.     They  thought   that 
systematic  overtime  was  costly,  both  as 
regarded  the  money  that  was  expended 
and  as  regarded  the  quality  of  the  work 
that  was  produced.     He  might  point  out 
that  they  had  not  in  the  Departments 
either  under  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty or  under  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  any  systematic  overtime  at  all. 
His  hon.  Friend  had  quoted  certain  Be- 
turns  which  went  as  far  back  as  1885-6, 
and  complained  that  there  was  no  mate- 
rial to  his  hand  of  later  date  ;   but  if  he 
had  gone  to  the  Library  he  would  have 
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found  there  a  continuation  of  the  Be- 
tum  that  was  moved  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  East  Bethnal  Green  (Mr. 
Howell)  last  year,  and  which  had  since 
been  presented,  showing  the  amount  of 
overtime  at  Enfield  and  Woolwich  in 
1886-7.  From  that  Betum  it  would 
be  seen  that,  although  in  1885-6,  during 
a  time  of  great  pressure,  there  was 
a  considerable  amount  of  overtime 
at  those  manufacturing  establishments, 
yet  since  that  date  the  amount  of  over- 
time had  been  enormously  reduced,  and 
at  present  there  was  no  systematic  over- 
time at  all.  When  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  present  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
(Mr.  V/.  H.  Smith)  was  at  the  War 
Office  he  looked  into  that  matter  very 
carefully,  and  issued  an  order  that  the 
practice  of  overtime  must  be  discon- 
tinued except  in  cases  of  urgency  at  the 
manufacturing  establishments  of  the 
War  Office ;  and  since  that  period  the 
practice  had  been  discontinued,  and  at 
present  systematic  overtime  did  not 
exist  there.  As  to  the  Dockyards,  he 
could  not,  of  course,  speak  with  anything 
like  the  same  authority;  but  he  had  ob- 
tained from  his  noble  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  (Lord  George 
Hamilton)  the  information  that  the 
working  of  overtime  in  the  Dockyards 
and  Factories  of  that  Department  was 
entirely  discontinued  so  far  as  could  be 
done  without  injury  to  the  Public 
Service,  and  was  only  resorted  to  in  cases 
of  great  urgency  or  emergency,  where 
it  was  necessary  to  advance  some  special 
parts  of  the  work,  and  that  it  had  been 
arranged  to  work  night-shifts  wherever 
practicable.  So  that  as  regarded  the 
Dockyards  systematic  overtime  was 
altogether  discontinued.  It  was,  of 
course,  perfectly  clear  that  occasional 
overtime  must  sometimes  take  place,  as, 
for  instance,  for  the  repair  of  machinery 
or  the  preparation  for  night- shifts,  or 
to  advance  some  special  part  of  the  work 
for  which  special  skilled  labour  was 
required.  His  hon.  Friend  had  referred 
to  overtime  being  worked  at  Enfield 
Factory  at  a  very  recent  period.  It  was 
true  that  overtime  was  sanctioned  for  a 
few  weeks  at  Enfield  in  order  to  advance 
special  parts  of  the  new  rifle,  which  re- 
quired special  skill,  and  which  they 
wished  to  advance  as  quickly  as  possible. 
It  was  their  desire  to  put  the  new  rifle 
into  the  hands  of  the  troops  for  manual 
drill  with  the  least  possible  delay,  and 
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tliat  oould  only  be  attained  by  employ- 
ing certain  special  men  overtime  lor  a 
short  period.  If  he,  as  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  had  interfered  and  not 
allowed  that  limited  amount  of  overtime 
the  only  effect  would  have  been  to  delay 
the  time  at  which  the  now  rifle  was  put 
into  the  hands  of  the  troops,  and  it  would 
not  have  been  possible  to  employ  one 
single  additional  man  at  Enfield.  There- 
fore,  as  regarded  the  Government  estab- 
lishments they  had  discontinued  syste- 
matic overtime,  and  they  did  not  resort  to 
overtime  except  in  cases  of  urgency. 
They  could  give  his  hon.  Friend  no 
further  assurance  than  that.  In  a  case 
of  urgency  they  must  claim  the  right  to 
employ  the  men  in  the  Dockyards  and 
Gbvemment  manufacturing  establish- 
ments for  overtime  if  the  interests  of 
the  Public  Service  required  it.  But,  as 
his  hon.  Friend  said  his  main  object  was 
to  obtain  a  declaration  from  the  Go- 
vernment in  regard  to  overtime,  his  hon. 
Friend  would  admit  that  he  had  now 
given  as  full  and  complete  an  assurance 
as  to  their  policy  and  practice  as  could 
be  fairly  asked  from  them ;  and  there- 
fore he  supposed  that  his  hon.  Friend 
would  not  think  it  necessary  to  put  the 
House  to  the  trouble  of  a  Division  on 
his  Eesolution. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Supply — eonaidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  I. — Public  Works  and  Buildings. 

(1.)  £7,900,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Science  and  Art  Department  Buildings. 

Sir  henry  ROSOOE  (Manchester, 
S.)  said,  he  rose  for  the  purpose,  not  of 
finding  fault  with  what  was  in  the 
Estimate,  but  of  finding  fault  with  what 
was  not  in  it.  The  condition  of  the 
tuilding  of  the  Normal  School  of 
Science,  to  which  he  would  like  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  Committee,  was 
really  almost  disgraceful.  The  accom- 
modation which  they  had  at  present  in 
this  school,  the  only  Government  school 
in  the  country  for  training  science 
teachers,  would  be  a  disgrace  to  a  third- 
rate  German  town.  He  happened  only 
that  day  to  visit  the  school,  and  had 
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judged  for  himself  what  the  aooommo- 
dation  was.  To  take  one  department 
only — namely,  that  of  the  experimental 
science  of  physics  under  the  able  direc- 
tion of  Professor  Biicker.  It  appeared 
that  so  large  a  number  of  students  at  the 
present  moment  attended  that  partionlar 
department,  that  the  buildings  on  the 
east  side  of  Exhibition  Koad  were  en- 
tirely insufficient  for  their  aooommoda- 
tion,  and  that  a  temporary  building  on 
the  west  side,  which  was  put  up  for 
the  International  Exhibition,  had  oeen 
rented  from  the  Commissioners  of  1851, 
and  was  used  as  a  physical  laboratory. 
Not  only  was  that  building  totally  in- 
adequate, but  even  that  was  to  be  taken 
away  from  the  Science  SchooL  He 
was  informed  that  the  authorities  of 
the  Imperial  Institute  had  given  notioe 
that  they  would  require  the  land  upon 
which  the  building  was  erected  in  a 
very  short  time  for  a  road  which  they 
purposed  making,  or  were  in  the  act 
of  making,  between  Queen's  Gkite  and 
Exhibition  Bead.  The  consequence  of 
this  would  be  that  the  whole  of  the 
students  who  now  worked  in  this  build- 
ing would  be  thrown,  as  it  were,  out  of 
employment,  and  that  our  only  Govern- 
ment Normal  School  of  Science  would 
actually  have  to  reject  the  very  large 
number  of  students  who  were  now  going 
there.  He  would  put  it  to  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works  whether  this 
was  a  desirable  condition  of  things,  and 
whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  at- 
tention should  not  be  directed  to  the 
very  important  question  of  providing 
accommodation  of  a  really  efficient 
character  for  this  gtQB.%  national  institu- 
tion ?  Even  from  an  economic  point  of 
view  this  matter  required,  he  thought, 
the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt>Tem- 
ment,  for  should  these  students  be  turned 
away  from  the  doors  of  the  Normal 
School,  the  fees  which  they  paid,  amount- 
ing now  to  no  less  than  £8,500  a-year, 
would  no  longer  be  paid  into  the  Exche- 
quer, and  the  Government  would  suffer  a 
corresponding  loss.  He  trusted,  there- 
fore, that  this  first  point  to  which  he 
begged  to  direct  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Com- 
missioner of  Works  would  be  carefully 
considered  by  him.  But  there  was  a 
still  wider  question  to  which  he  wished 
to  refer,  and  that  was  the  housing  of  the 
National  Science  Collections.  The  Cbm- 
mittee  were,  perhaps,  not  aware  that  we 
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possessed  now  in  South  Kensington  one 
of  the  most  complete  collections  of 
scientific  instruments  and  apparatus  in 
Europe,  and  that  it  was  onlj  housed  in 
temporary  buildings — in  a  portion  of  the 
building  once  occupied  by  the  Interna- 
tional Exhibition.  For  this  housing  the 
Q-ovemment  now  paid  £2,000  a-year. 
Some  time  ago,  this  matter  having  at- 
tracted the  attention  of  the  Government,  a 
Departmental  Committee  was  appointed 
considering,  not  so  much  whether  this 
collection  should  continue  or  should  be 
housed,  but  having  the  collection,  and 
valuing  it,  how  it  should  be  housed. 
The  Committee  consisted  of  Sir  Frederick 
Bramwell,  Lord  Lingen,  Mr.  Mitford, 
and  Colonel  Donnelly,  and  they  went 
into  the  whole  question  most  fully.  Evi- 
dence was  obtained  from  all  the  leading 
men  of  science  in  the  country  as  to  the 
necessity  and  importance  of  this  col- 
lection, and  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  so  nearly  unanimous  that 
three  of  these  gentlemen— namely,  Sir 
Frederick  Bramwell,  Lord  Lingen,  and 
Colonel  Donnelly,  reported  most  favour- 
ably of  the  necessity  of  having  proper 
buildings  erected  for  the  housing  of  the 
collection.  Mr.  Mitford  reported  sepa- 
rately, not  so  much  because  he  did  not 
agree  with  the  Report  of  his  Colleagues, 
as  because  ho  failed  to  appreciate  so  much 
as  they  seemed  to  do  the  value  of  this 
scientific  collection.  About  that  matter, 
however,  there  could  be  no  doubt  at  all. 
The  question  of  the  cost  of  the  erection 
of  suitable  buildings  was  most  carefully 
gone  into,  and  it  was  shown  that,  inas- 
much as  a  very  large  rent  had  to  be 
paid  towards  the  housing  of  the  present 
collection,  and  considering  the  sale  of 
other  land  and  buildings  belonging  to 
Government  which  would  no  longer 
be  needed,  a  sum  of  something  like 
£32,000  would  be  sufficient  to  pay  for 
what  was  required.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  thought  there  ought  to 
be  no  difficulty  in  inducing  the  Govern- 
ment to  look  into  the  matter,  and  to 
take  steps  to  put  the  National  Science 
Collection  on  a  footing  worthy  of  the 
nation.  A  great  deal  had  been  talked 
about  our  failing  industries,  and  we 
had  heard  much  about  protecting 
those  industries ;  but  he  would  venture 
to  say  that  the  one  mode  which  all  were 
agreed  would  lead  to  the  protection  of 
our  industries  was  the  development  of 
the  scientific  education  of  the  people. 
Ab  h^  had  said  before,  the  present  con- 


dition of  things  was  a  disgrace  to  the 
nation.  When  they  heard  of  a  small 
country  like  Switzerland  spending 
£70,000  or  £80,000  in  erecting  a  single 
building,  he  thought  it  was  high 
time  that  we  should  turn  round 
and  put  our  house  in  order,  so  far 
as  concerned  the  proper  accommodation 
in  the  National  Science  Schools  and  the 
housing  of  this  scientific  collection.  He 
trusted  that  the  Board  of  Works  and 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  give 
their  best  attention  to  this  matter,  which 
was  one  of  real  national  importance. 

Mb.  BAETLEY  (Islington,  N.)  said 
he  should  like  to  say  a  word  or  two  on 
this  subject.  He  must  candidly  say 
that  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
opposite  (Sir  Henry  Eoscoe)  that  some- 
thing ought  to  be  done  to  complete  the 
Museum  at  South  Kensington.  When 
they  looked  into  the  Estimate  they 
found  that  on  new  works,  alterations, 
and  additions  to  the  South  Kensington 
Museum  only  £  1 00  was  to  be  spent,  and 
those  of  them  who  believed  in  the  im- 
portance of  the  National  Science  and 
Art  Collection  at  South  Kensington  must 
say  that  they  ought  to  look  forward  to 
the  building  in  which  the  collection  was 
exhibited  being  completed  at  once. 
Another  part  of  the  Estimate  showed 
that  they  were  paying  at  the  present 
time  no  less  than  £4,500  for  the  rent  of 
premises  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
road  to  the  Museum.  Under  the  new 
state  of  affairs  as  to  the  future  rate 
of  Consols,  that  represented  a  sum 
of  something  like  £200,000.  Well,  he 
(Mr.  Bartley)  thought  the  time  had 
come  when  they  should  make  the  South 
Kensington  Museum  complete,  and 
should  finish  the  buildings  which  had 
been  designed  for  so  many  years,  and 
do  away  with  the  present  old  and  per- 
fectly unsuitable  premises  on  the  other 
side  of  the  road  which  they  were  now 
renting.  It  was  true  he  had  taken  an 
active  part  in  the  objection  raised  to  the 
system  of  circulating  objects  of  art 
throughout  the  country,  lAid  he  thought 
the  reason  why  money  was  not  given 
freely  to  complete  these  Museum  build- 
ings was  because  many  persons  thought 
that  South  Kensington  spent  too  much 
money  in  keeping  Art  treaeares, 
duplicates,  and  reproductions  to  itself, 
and  did  not  circulate  them  as  much  as 
they  should  amongst  other  parts  of 
the  country.  But,  be  that  as  it  might, 
he  agreed  that  it  was  a  disgrace  to  the 
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conntrj  that  they  should  not  by  this  time 
have  completed  these  Museum  buildiDgs. 
It  was  true  that  a  p;ood  deal  of  money 
had  been  spent  on  them  ;  but  it  was  also 
true,  as  the  hon.  Member  opposite  had 
pointed  out,  that  smaller  countries  than 
our  own  spent  greater  sums  than   we 
did  on  such  purposes.      He  thought  the 
time  had  arrived  when  they  should  com- 
plete the  buildings  in  8outh  lv«^nsington 
and  put  its  working  upon  abroader  basis. 
If  this  were  decided  upon  he  thought 
the  IIouso  would  be   very  willing   to 
spend  the  necessary  amount.     Ho  must 
say  ho  did  not  look  with  any  great  hope 
to  the  two  Front  Benches  doing  this. 
He  knew  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr.    Mun- 
della),  if  he  got  up  to  speak  on  this  sub- 
ject, would  advocate  increased  expendi- 
ture for  this  purpose ;  but,  as  it  was 
pointed  out  last  night,  when  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  on  tlie  Ministerial 
side  of  the  House,  he  did  not  take  any 
steps  to  bring  about  such  a  consumma- 
tion.    The  only  way  in  whicli  a  satis- 
factory result  in  regard  to  this  matter 
could   be  arrived  at,  and  the  Museum 
buildings  completed,  was  for  both  sides 
of  the  House  to  combine  in  forcing  the 
Front  Bench  into  action.     If  this  mag- 
nificent Museum  were  complete  he  be- 
lieved it  would  do  more  than  any  other 
measure  which  could  be  adopted  to  pro- 
mote   trade    and     industry.      Nothing 
would  do  more  good  than  to  put  this 
Exhibition  in  a  better  position,  and  ex- 
tend its  operations  by  loans  of   speci- 
mens   through    the  small   as    well   as 
the    largo     provincial    towns     of     the 
country. 

Mr.  F.  S.  POWELL  (AYigan)  said, 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  allow 
him  to  add  a  few  words  to  what  had 
fallen  from  lion.  Gentlemen  who 
had  taken  part  in  the  debate  so  far. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Henry 
Eoscoe)  occupied,  as  they  knew,  a  posi- 
tion of  authority  in  connection  with 
Owen's  CoUogo,  Manchester,  and  he  (Mr. 
F.  S.  Powell)  had  the  honour  of  being  a 
member  of  the  Governing  Body  of  the 
Yorkshire  College  at  Leeds ;  and  he 
must  say  that  when  they  took  into 
account  the  work  that  was  being  done 
by  those  two  provincial  institutions,  the 
position  of  South  Kensington  in  regard 
to  t!io  country  generally  was  discredit- 
able to  the  Government.  He  thought 
the  time  had  come  when  those  who  had 
seats  in  the  House,  as  the  Eepresenta- 
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tivos   of  the  industrial  classes  in  the 
country,  ouglit  to  entreat  the  Govern- 
ment, not  indeed  to  be  lavish,  but  to  be 
just  and  generous  in  their  dealings  with 
this  institution.     Tbey  had  had  occasion 
in  the  course  of  last  year  to  reg^t  the 
contraction  of  the  grant  to  the  British 
Museum ;  and  while  they  viewed  that 
contraction  with  great  regret,  he  was 
sure  they  did  not  regard  with  any  more 
satisfaction     the     unfair     and     unjast 
economy  with  regard  to  the   scientiOc 
department,  so  to  say,  of  oar  popular 
institutions    in    London.     They    had 
pressed  on  tho  Gt)vemment  by  deputa- 
tions and  by  various  means  the  necessity 
of  giving  wider  and  larger  and  more 
perfect  technical  instruction  throughout 
the  country  ;  but  when  they  dealt  with 
that  which  was  the  centre,  that  which 
was  tho  chief,  that  which  was  the  origin, 
and  at  the  same  time  the  controlling 
power  in  London,  they  found  a  want  of 
largeness  of  view,  and  had  to  lament  a 
most  deplorable  and  false  economy  on 
tho  part  of  the  Executive.    He  (Mr.  F. 
S.  Powell)  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
visiting  the  collection  at  South  Kensing- 
ton in  the  course  of  the  last  few  ween, 
and  he  believed  that  no  one  could  visit 
that  Museum  without  feeling  g^at  re- 
gret that  such  a  building  should  be  al- 
lowed to  remain  in  an  incomplete  state. 
Some  portions  of  the  building,  as  they 
know,  had  been  carried  out  in  accordance 
with  tho  designs  of  those  who  laid  out 
the  general  soheme;   but  other  parts 
were  entirely  unbuilt,  and  the  remain- 
der was  in  a  miserably  decaying  condi- 
tion, whicli  was  a  sarcasm  and  a  satire 
upon  tho  whole  conception.    It  was  the 
wish  of  some  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  at  all  times  to  press  economy 
upon  the  Government.    It  fell  to  his  lot 
somo  times  to  join  in  this  cry ;  but  he  did 
hope  that  if  they  were  economical  when 
economy  was  called  for,  they  would  also 
be  liberal    when    necessity    demanded 
liberality.   It  seemed  to  him  to  be  really 
a  mockery  that  they  should  be  on  all 
occasions  entreating  the  Government  to 
aid  Municipalities  in  the  different  dis- 
tricts in  the  giving  of  technical  instruc- 
tion ;  and  that  then,  when  they  came  to 
London  itself  and  to  the  Central  Gt>Tem- 
ment,  they  should  find  matters  worked 
down  to  what  was  really  a  miserable 
starvation  point.     There  was  one  point 
of  detail  to  which  he  should  like  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Goyemment,  and  to 
ask  them  to  answer  a  question  aponi 
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eliould  be  occupiod  in  arriving  at  a 
thoroughly  satisfactory  plan  than  that, 
by  a  hasty  decision,  a  wrong  direction 
should  be  given  to  the  ultimate  de- 
velopment of  this  important  institution ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  I  must  admit 
that  there  has  been  very  great  delay 
indeed  on  the  part  of  successive  Go- 
vernments in  dealing  with  this  question 
— a  delay  wliich  I  myself  deplore,  and 
which  I  fihould  be  very  glad  to  see 
terminated.  But  now  let  me  explain 
to  the  Committee  that  it  is  not  quite  as 
plain  sailing  to  settle  this  question  as 
one  might  suppose  if  he  had  only  heard 
one  side  of  the  matter.  The  authorities 
representing  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment at  South  Kensington  have  very 
wide  views  as  to  how  this  subject  should 
be  dealt  with.  They  naturally  wished 
that  in  whateverbuildings  are  undertaken 
the  largest  provision  should  be  made, 
not  only  for  the  present  needs,  but  also 
for  the  possible  development  of  this 
great  institution.  On  the  other  hand, 
the  Treasury  has  to  consider  wliat 
they  might  fairly  propose  in  the  way 
of  expense  in  the  interests  of  this 
particular  Department.  I  am  afraid 
that  it  is  a  kind  of  triangular  duel 
which  has  been  going  on  for  somo 
time.  The  Oflfice  of  Works  being 
appealed  to  by  the  Treasury  are,  of 
course,  bound  to  advise  them  from  the 
practical  point  of  view  of  the  builder 
as  to  what  they  really  think  can  fairly 
be  asked  in  the  way  of  increased 
buildings,  and  as  to  what  they  thought 
unnecessary  and  visionary  demands.  I 
ought  to  say  at  once  that  I  admit  that 
there  is  a  considerable  and  a  pressing 
want  of  immediate  relief — and  when  I 
say  immediate  relief,  I  mean  as  soon 
as  it  can  possibly  be  afforded  —  for 
the  congestion  that  at  present  exists 
at  South  Kensington  as  regards  the 
operations  of  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment. I  do  not  think  it  would  be 
of  any  use  now  for  me  to  go  over  the 
early  history  of  this  controversy.  I 
have  no  intention  of  doing  so.  I  wish 
rather  to  submit  to  the  Committee  the 
proposals  which  have  been  made  by  me 
since  I  have  been  at  the  Office  of  Works. 
What  we  proposed  to  the  Q-overnment 
was  that  there  was  a  very  large  question 
which  would  have  sooner  or  later  to  be 
decided,  and  the  sooner  it  was  decided 
the  better;  but  that  that  matter  was 
rather  a  question  for  the  f  uture,  and  cno 
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and  that  was  the  item  of  insurance. 
He  saw  that  the  sum  for  insurance  had 
been  reduced  from  the  sum  of  £400  to 
£100.  He  held  there  was  no  more  false 
economy  than  restricting  the  amount  of 
insurance,  and  he  trusted  they  would 
have  an  assurance  from  the  Government, 
in  the  course  of  this  discussion,  that  the 
reduction  of  the  amount  from  £400  to 
£100  had  not  arisen  from  any  reduction 
in  the  total  amount  for  which  the  Museum 
was  insured.  He  hold  that  no  more 
false  economy  could  be  committed  than 
to  risk  the  loss  without  compensation 
of  such  valuable  objects  as  those  which 
were  continued  in  the  Museum 
for  the  mere  sake  of  saving  the  sum 
of  £300.  He  (Mr.  F.  S.  Powell)  was 
sorry  for  having  trespassed*  so  long  on 
the  time  of  the  Committee ;  but  he 
had  felt  bound  to  take  part  in  the 
discussion,  having,  as  he  had,  the  sub- 
ject so  closely  at  heart. 

Thb  FIRST  COMMISSIONEE  of 
WORKS  (Mr.  Plunket)  (Dublin 
University) :  I  wish  to  say,  in  the 
first  place,  that  so  far  as  I  am  per- 
sonally concerned,  and  I  am  sure  I 
may  speak  for  every  Member  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  that  we  most 
entirely  sympathize  with  the  great  in- 
terest which  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Sir  Henry  Roscoe)  has  expressed — and 
certainly  no  one  has  a  greater  right  to 
speak  on  this  subject  than  he  has — in 
the  welfare  and  prosperity  and  highest 
development  of  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment of  South  Kensington ;  and 
whatever  part  may  be  taken — whatever, 
comparatively  speaking,  humble  part 
may  be  taken  by  the  Office  I  have  the 
honour  to  represent  in  this  controversy, 
80  I  can  assure  the  hon.  Member 
and  the  Committee  that  it  is  in  a  spirit 
of  most  hearty  goodwill  to  all  the  in- 
terests for  which  the  hon.  Member  has 
80  well  pleaded  this  evening.  But  then 
the  Committee  must  understand  that 
this  question  is  one  of  very  considerable 
difficulty.  It  has  been  felt  to  be  a  ques- 
tion of  difficulty  not  only  by  the  present 
Government,  but  also  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment, and  the  various  proposals  that 
have  been  made  from  time  to  time  have 
not  been  given  effect  to,  because  all  the 
interests  concerned  in  this  question  have 
unfortunately  not  been  able  so  far  to 
come  to  a  common  understanding  on  the 
subject.  Now,  of  course,  it  is  quite 
true  tliat  it  is  better  that  a  little  time 
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which,  comparatively  speaking,  could 
afford  to  wait  for  its  decision — namely, 
in  what  shape  and  form  the  Science  and 
Art  Department  should  find  housing  in 
South  Kensington  when  the  whole  of 
the  ground  which  is  naturally  the  best 
for  its  accommodation — I  mean  that  part 
which  lies  to  the  east  of  Exhibition 
Hoad — should  come  to  be  occupied  by 
buildings.  There  have  been  various 
plans  proposed.  There  were  plans  pro- 
posed by  General  Scott,  and  there  have 
since  been  plans  proposed  by  the  Sur- 
veyor and  Architect  under  the  Office  of 
Works.  These  plans,  I  believe,  have 
each  considerable  merit ;  but  I  am  not 
at  all  sure  that  when  we  put  our  hand 
to  the  plough  and  really  undertake  to 
make  this  building,  it  would  not  be, 
perhaps,  advisable — I  only  throw  it  out 
as  my  own  opinion — to  invite  the  very 
best  architectural  skill  to  deal  with  this 
very  important  matter — important  not 
only  in  the  interests  of  the  Department 
of  Science  and  Art,  but  also  important 
because  it  will  permanently  affect  a  very 
prominent  site  in  a  very  beautiful  part 
of  London  ;  and  I  think  everybody  will 
feel  that,  when  that  ground  is  covered, 
it  should  be  covered  by  a  building  which 
should  not  only  meet  the  wants  of  the 
Science  and  Art  Department,  but  will 
be  in  itself  an  admirable  architectural 
feature.  That  is  all  I  want  to  say  about 
the  ultimate  solution  of  this  question ; 
but  it  is  agreed  on  all  hands  that  any 
such  plan,  if  it  were  undertaken,  would 
require  at  least  four  years,  and  possibly 
a  longer  time  to  give  effect  to  it.  Well, 
but  the  want  is  x)ressing,  and  we  have 
made  suggestions  which,  I  am  afraid, 
have  not  been  favourably  considered  by 
the  Science  and  Art  Department.  I 
will  tell  the  Committee  what  those  sug- 
gestions were.  There  are  at  present 
abutting  on  the  eastern  side  of  the  Exhi- 
bition Hoad  four  largo  and  handsome 
residences,  which  are  occupied  by  officers 
connected  with  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment. Now,  one  of  the  suggestions 
was  that  two  or  three — at  all  events,  two 
— of  these  residences  should,  at  any  rate 
for  a  time,  be  taken  from  those  who  in- 
habit them  at  present,  accommodation 
being  found  for  those  officers  elsewhere. 
There  would  be  no  difficulty  whatever  in 
finding  accommodation  for  tliom  in  the 
immodiato  vicinity  of  the  establishment 
at  South  Kensington,  and  in  these  days 
of  rapid  communication  by  telephone  and 
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other vfrise  we  do  not  suppose  that  any 
inconvenience  would  accrue  from,  say, 
two  of  these  officers  being  located  in  the 
immediate  neighbourhood  and  having 
to  go  a  short  way  before  reaching  the 
Exhibition.  The  space  which  would  lie  in 
this  way  obtained  could,  we  are  satisfied, 
be  easily  adapted  for  meeting  the  imme- 
diate wants  of  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment. We  made,  also,  a  further 
proposal.  There  are  at  present  in  these 
buildings  in  South  Kensington  a  number 
of  naval  specimens,  and  various  objects 
exhibited  there  in  connection  with  naval 
architecture;  and  we  have  proposed  that 
that  part  of  the  collection  at  South  Ken- 
sington should  be  removed,  at  all  events 
for  a  time,  say  to  Greenwich,  where  we 
believe  that  accommodation  eould  be 
found  for  it,  the  space  so  saved  being 
given  to  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment. I  may  say  that  these  proposals 
are  the  best  wo  can  think  of  to  meet  the 
want  which  we  fully  admit  to  exist,  and 
which  we  are  most  anxious  to  see  pro- 
perly dealt  with.  I  am  afraid,  however, 
that  when  the  Treasury  submitted  these 
proposals  to  the  Science  and  Art  De« 
partment  they  were  not  favourably  re- 
ceived ;  and  so,  unfortunately,  the  tri- 
angular duel  appears  still  to  be  going  on. 
I  can  only  add  that  I  regret  this  verj 
much,  and  that  whenever  the  Science 
and  Art  Department  can  propose  terms 
which  will  be  satisfactory  to  the  Trea- 
sury— and,  of  course,  the  Treasury  being 
the  Department  which  has  to  find  the 
money  for  anything  which  is  done,  it 
must  first  be  satisfied  on  the  subject 
before  anything  can  be  undertaken — 
then  1  assure  the  Committee  that  the 
Office  of  Works  will  be  perfectly  ready 
and  most  glad  and  prompt  in  giving 
whatever  assistance  they  can  to  settle 
this  question,  which,  as  I  explained  when 
I  commenced  those  few  observations,  is 
an  object  which  I  feel,  as  strongly  as 
any  Member  of  the  Committee,  is  one 
deservimg  to  be  dealt  with  as  soon  aa  it 
conveniently  can. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side)  :  The  concluding  words  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  has  just  sat 
down  appear  to  me  to  sum  up  the  whole 
question.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  when  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment could  make  proposals  whioh 
would  be  satisfactory  to  the  Board  of 
Works  and  the  Treasury,  then  it  was  to 
be  hoped  the  question  would  be  solved. 
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Now,   Sir,   it  does  not  rest  with  the 
Science  and  Art  Department.  They  have 
done  eyerythingy  I  believe,  that  lies  in 
the  power  of  the  Department  to  do  to 
bring  about   an    accommodation    both 
with  the  Board  of  Works  and  the  Trea- 
sury, and  the  whole  matter  has  been 
inrestigated  in  the  fullest,  most  care- 
ful, and  most  impartial  manner,  and  by 
the  most  impartial  investigators.     The 
hon.  Member  for  South  Manchester  (Sir 
Henry  Koscoe)  did  not  use  too  strong 
language  when  he  said  that  the  condi- 
tion of  the  Science  and  Art  Department 
at  South  Kensington  was  a  disgrace  to 
the  country.  It  really  is  a  public  scandal, 
and  I  am  quite  sure  that  if  the  public 
had  any  idea  of  the  condition  of  things, 
they  would  not  tolerate  it  for  a  day 
longer.     Now  let  me  just  state  to  the 
House  how  the  matter  stands.    In  the 
first  place,  the  office  accommodation  and 
the  examination  rooms  are  altogether 
inadequate  for  the  services  which  have 
to  be  performed.     There  are  servants 
there  who  are  working  in  passages,  cor- 
ridors, and  cellars — I  am  sure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Council  knows  all  about  it — and  are 
crowded  up  in  unhealthy  rooms  in  con- 
ditions under  which  no  public  or  private 
servant  ought  to  be  asked  to  work.     It 
is  in  the  last  degree  disgraceful  that 
this  state  of  things  should  be  continued. 
There  are  something  like  £80,000  worth 
of  Art  objects  which  have   been  ex- 
amined, or  are  to  be  examined,  in  the 
old  building  known  as  one  of  the  old 
"Brompton  Boilers,"  and  when  we  re- 
member the  way  in  which  the  work  is  done 
it  can  hardly  be  imagined  that  it  can  be 
allowed  to  continue.     The  improvement 
of  the  state  of  the  Science  School  is  a 
matter  of  immediate  and  pressing  ne- 
cessity.     That    school    has  completely 
overflowed  its  limits,  and  a  part  of  the 
physical  laboratory  has    gone    to    the 
French  annexe  of  the  jMuseum  on  the 
opposite  side  of  the  road.     That  annexe 
is  required  either  next  year  or  the  pre- 
sent year — I  believe  during  this  year — 
for  the  Imperial  Institute,  and  the  Science 
and  Art  School    will    have    to   *  *  clear 
out."     There  will  be  60  students  dis- 
placed, and  there  will  be  a  loss  of  fees 
alone  of  over  £3, 000  a-year.     But,  more 
than  that,  the  new  students  coming  up 
from  the  country  will  have  no  accom- 
modation,  and    this    is,  as    has    been 
pointed   out,  our  training   sohool   for 


Science  teachers.     We  talk  about  tech- 
nical education  in  this  House  and  on 
public  platforms,  we  plead  for  it,  and 
are  all  in  favour  of  it — that  is  to  say,  we 
are  in  favour  of  talking  about  it — but 
no  one  seems  to  be  in  favour  of  spend- 
ing money  on  it,  and  the  result  is  that 
we  are  about  to  diminish  our  supply  of 
Science  teachers  in  consequence  of  lack 
of  room  in  this  Department.     Then  I  go 
to  the  housing  of  the  Science  Collection. 
We  have  a  Science  Collection  which  is 
unexampled,  which  is  unique,  and  which, 
taken  with  our  Patent  Museum,  we  can 
safely  say  contains  examples  which  no 
Museum  of  the  kind  in  the  world  con- 
tains.    Our  Patent  Museum  possesses 
Arkwright's  great  loom,   Stephenson's 
first    steam    engine,    and    many    other 
similar  great  inventions.     In  fact,  from 
an  historical  as  well  as  an  industrial 
point  of  view,  there  is  nothing  to  com- 
pare with  the  contents  of  this  Museum 
anywhere  else  in  the  world.     But  these 
objects  of  interest  cannot  at  present  be 
seen  or  examined.     Nothing  could  be 
more    wretched   than    the   position  in 
which  they  are  placed  at  the  present 
moment.    No  one  who  has  not  seen  the 
manner  in  which  they  are  exhibited  can 
believe  how  bad  it  is.     They  require,  in 
order  to  be  properly  understood  and  ap- 
preciated,  that  proper  accommodation 
should  be  given  to  them.    It  may  be 
said,  however,  that   these   things   will 
not  suffer  by  delay ;  but  that  cannot  be 
said    in    connection   with    the   Science 
School.    That  is  sufifering  by  delay,  and 
if  when  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
posite passes  the  Technical  Education 
Bill,  as  we  sincerely  hope  he  will,  as 
technical  education  spreads  in  the  Pro- 
vinces, and  as  Local  Authorities  set  up 
Technical  Education  Institutions,    they 
will  want  teachers.    Where   are  those 
teachers  to  come  from  ?     The  Science 
School  at  South  Kensington  has  pro- 
vided the  best  teachers  in  the  country, 
and  that  institution  has  done  more  for 
technical  education  than  all  the  others 
put  together,  except  Owen's  College,  in 
Manchester.     Something  ought  to  be 
said  about  finishing  the  Art  Museum 
and  Art  Collection.      What  does  the 
right  hon.    Gentleman    opposite    say  ? 
He  says — '*Well,  we  have  our   ideas 
about  it — take  over  two  or  three  private 
residences,  pending  accommodation  for 
those  who  now  occupy  them  elsewhere.'  * 
I  would  put  it  to  the  First  Lord  of  the 
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Treasury,  as   to   the  removal   of   the 
officors   of  the  Exhibition  from  these 

reBidences,  that  you  ought  to  have  in 
conneotioQ  nith  this  Institution,  as  you 
have  in  canneotion  with  the  Britiih 
Museum,  your  ofiBcers  resident  on  tlie 
spot.  Tou  have  a  collection  at  South 
Kensington  the  ralue  of  which  amounts 
to  millions  of  money.  Tho  Art  specin 
cannot  be  replaced  if  once  lost.  In  i 
of  a  fire  at  the  Museum  tho  officers  ought 
to  be  on  the  spot.  To  remove  these  i 
from  the  building  is,  I  think,  a  great 
mistake ;  they  certainly  ought  to  ba 
within  a  minute's  call.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Plunket)  said  this  is  a  pro- 
blem which  has  engaged  the  attention 
of  Bucccesive  Governments,  and  that  it 
is  not  60  easily  solved.  Yes;  but  what 
is  the  reason  that  it  has  not  been  solved  ? 
It  is  because  the  Treasury,  when  driven 
into  a  corner,  when  it  is  short  of  money 
or  wants  to  mate  a  saving,  says — "  Oh, 
we  will  cut  off  Science  and  Art."  In  this 
country  it  is  always  a  safe  thing  to  cut 
down  Science  and  Art.  The  noble  Lord 
the  Mombor  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Bandolph  Churchill)  went  down  to  New- 
castle, and  in  his  speech,  which  I  road 
with  great  care,  he  said — "  If  you  only 
left  Science  to  local  effort,  Science  would 
now  walk  alone  and  do  without  Govern- 
ment subsidy,"  As  a  matter  of  fact, 
he  was  speaking  in  a  school  which,  but 
for  Qovernment  Bubsldiss,  would  have 
been  shut  up  next  day.  [Lord  Randolph 
Ohdbchill  :  Oh,  oh  !]  I  know  the  school 
a  great  deal  better  than  the  noble  Lord, 
and  I  tell  him  that  nobody  could  he 
more  astonished  at  his  remarks  that  Dr. 
Buthorford. 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CIIUEOUILL 
(Paddington,  8.)  :  Why,  he  gave  me  the 
information. 

Mk,  MUNDELLA  :  But  Dr.  Ruther- 
ford would  close  his  school  within  a 
month  but  for  Government  assistance. 
It  would  be  impossiblo  to  continue  the 
schools  of  this  country  unless  there  was 
a  Central  College  for  the  training  of 
teachers.  But  that  docs  not  arise  on 
this  particular  Vote,  nud  therefore  I  am 
afraid  I  have  somewhat  tranngrcssed. 
What  I  specially  want  to  do  ia  to  con- 
firm all  that  has  been  said  by  my  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  Henry  RoBcoe),  and  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  spoke  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House — that  there  ia  no  country 
in  Europe  that  has  made  such  wretohedly 
small  sacri&oes  for  the  training  of  scieu- : 
i/r.  MuHdtlia 


tiGo  men,  for  the  purpose  of  giving 
scientifio  instruction,  as  our  own.  The 
subsidy  given  in  any  small  German 
State  is  far  greater  than  the  subsidy  we 
give.  The  difference  is  as  distinct  as 
daylight  is  to  darkness.  Tho  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
will  make  that  out  if  he  turns  to  the 
Report  of  tho  Commissioners  on  Techni- 
cal E:]ueation.  It  is  time  we  should  put 
our  house  in  order,  and  put  our  soietidfia 
teaching  upon  a  proper  footing,  if  we 
mean  to  do  anything  in  tho  way  of  tech- 
nical education. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHCTROHILL: 
Weependover  £500,000 sterling a-yaar. 

Me.  MUNDELLAr  Tee;  but  wh«tdo 
we  spend  it  in  ?  AVe  do  not  spend  it 
upon  BcientiQc  teaching.  That  amount 
includes  tho  whole  of  the  Science  grants 
of  the  country  ;  it  includes  the  whole  of 
the  cost  of  the  Art  teaching  of  the  conn- 
try;  it  includes  the  whole  cost  of  manage- 
ment at  South  Kensington  and  the  cost 
of  the  whole  of  the  Circulation  Depart- 
ment in  tho  bargain.  It  is  aomeUiing 
leas  than  what  is  spent  upon  a  single 
Scienco  teaching  institution  in  Berlin 
alone.  Tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  tho 
First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr. 
Plunket)  said  we  should  come  to  an 
agreement  about  the  method  to  be  pur- 
sued. He  is  anxious  we  should  take 
wise  steps,  and  not  be  too  hasty  lest  we 
should  not  perform  our  work  thoroughly 
and  satisfactorily.  He  pointed  to  the 
fact  that  a  Departmental  Committee  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  housing  of 
the  Science  and  Art  Collections,  ^id 
Lingeo,  of  the  Treasury,  Major  fienml 
Donnelly,  Sir  Frederick  Bramwell,  and 
Mr.  WiUiam  Mitford,  formed  tho  Com- 
mittee, and  they  all  agreed,  except  the 
latter,  to  a  Report,  and  that  Report  was 
signed  on  the  2Tth  of  July,  [885.  Mr. 
Mitfordj  doubted  whether  the  pablie 
would  spend  the  money  recommended. 
If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Plun- 
ket) would  refresh  his  memoiy  on  the 
point,  ho  would  find  that,  so  far  as 
tho  Treasury  of  that  day  was  can- 
cer nod — and  it  never  had  a  batter 
Representative,  or  one  who  was  more 
more  careful  of  the  expenditure  than 
Lord  Lingon— ho  would  find  that  the 
Treasury  assented  through  that  Report 
to  a  principle  which  would  setUe  &» 
whole  question. 


The  first  LORD 
SUliy  (Mr.  W.  H, 
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AVeetminater] :  At  that  time  Lord  Lingen 
was  not  Secretary  to  the  Treasury. 

Me.  MTJNDELLA:  I  beg  the  right 
hon.  GeatlemaD'a  pardon.  Lord  Lingon 
waB  Secretary  to  the  Tieaeury  during 
the  whole  of  the  time  the  Committoe  was 
sitting.  Ho  resigned  on  the  27th  of 
July,  1885,  and  the  Committee  wae  ap- 
pointed fully  a  year  before  that  date. 
The  whole  time  ho  sat  on  that  Committee 
he  was  the  Permanent  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  and  I  know  that  since  that 
time  Lord  Lingen  has  not  changed  b. 
mind.  He  is  of  opinion  that  the  lleport 
ought  to  have  beon  carried  out.  It 
would  have  been  wise  and  economical 
on  the  part  of  the  Oovernment  to  have 
carried  it  out.  However,  I  do  not  blame 
the  Government  for  not  having  done  so, 
but  I  do  trust  thoy  will  take  sorao  do- 
oisive  action  in  reapeot  of  Science  and 
Art  teaching.  It  is  a  scandal  if  pupils 
who  come  up  from  the  Provinces  to  at-' 
tend  Soienoe  Sohools  canaot  be  admitted 
to  Science  teaching.  For  the  sake  of 
the  work  on  which  we  are  about  to 
enter — namely,  the  better  technical 
education  of  our  people,  I  trust  that 
some  better  steps  with  respect  to  this 
teaching  will  be  taken. 

Me.  PLUNKET  said,  that  he  only 
desired  to  add  a  few  words  to  the  ob- 
servations he  had  already  addressed  to 
the  Committee.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Mundella)  had  criticized  one 
of  the  proposals  which  was  recently 
made  by  the  Office  of  Works  on  the 
ground  that  if  they  excluded  tjio  officers 
who  were  at  present  resident  in  the 
building  at  South  Kensington  it  would 
considerably  iccrease  tho  dangers  be- 
setting the  Museum^especially  in  case 
of  fire.  He  assured  the  right  hou. 
Gentleman  that  the  experience  of  tho 
Office  of  Works  was  that  the  presence  in 
buildings  of  auch  officers,  so  far  from 
being  of  any  advantage  in  the  case  of 
fire,  or  being  any  protection  against  fire 
breaking  out,  was  to  increase  the  danger 
from  fire.  What  thoy  found  was  that 
to  protect  buildings  from  fire  by  police 
and  by  night  watchmen  was  by  far  the 
best  and  most  practical  way.  In  answer 
to  his  hoQ,  Friend  thoMembor  for  Wigan 
(Mr.  F.  S,  Powell),  the  hoc.  Gontloman 
was  ^uite  right  in  saying  that  there  bad 
been  a  reduotion  in  tho  insurance  pre- 
mium of  South  Kensington  from  £-100  to 
£100.  He  wfti  '  id,  however,  to  assure 
his  hou.  Ftiaad  had  hoen  no 


reduction  at  all  in  the  amount  for  which 
thoy  were  insured.  They  were  obliged 
to  pay  a  higher  fee  at  the  time  the 
Colonial  and  other  Exhibitions  were 
taking  place  there.  Tho  Insurance  Com- 
panies insisted  upon  higher  premiums  in 
consequence  of  the  increased  danger  from 
fire,  because  of  the  proximity  of  these 
Exhibitions. 

Me.  mundella  asked  to  be  allowed 
to  add  one  word  by  way  of  explanation- 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  officers 
should  reside  in  the  building,  but  ha 
thought  that  they  should  reside  in  the 
grounds,  some  little  distance  from  the 
building. 

Mr.  PLUNKET  said,  that  under  the 
wing  of  tho  building  were  four  very 
largo  and  handsome  houses,  and  it  was 
proposed  that  two  of  them  should  bo 
vacated  and  used  to  meet  the  pressing 
wants  of  the  Institution. 

Mr.  mundella  said,  there  was 
another  correction  he  should  like  to 
make.  When  he  spoke  of  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  Science  School  at  Charlotten- 
burg.  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
shook  his  head.  He  did  not  mean  %o 
say  that  that  lostitution  cost  £500,000 
sterling  a-year,  but  that  the  building 
cost  £500,000,  and  that  £140,000  more 
had  been  spent  in  furniture,  appliaueea, 

Lord   EANDOLPH   CHURCHILL 

(Paddington,  S.)  said,  he  rose  in  conse- 
quence of  the  observations  which  fell 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentlomau  the 
Member  for  tiie  Briglitside  Division  of 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella).  He  wished 
to  remark  that  ho  was  not  in  the  least 
deterred  by  what  had  fallen  from  tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  from  pursuing  a 
very  close  scrutiny  of  the  expenditure 
of  the  country  at  tho  present  moment 
on  Science  and  Art.  This  was  not  the 
moment  at  which  such  a  scrutiny  could 
be  made.  The  most  convenient  time 
for  criticizing  the  expenditure  would  be 
on  the  Yote  for  the  general  ezpendituro 
upon  Science  and  Art.  He  would  give 
tlio  right  hoQ.  Gentleman  fair  notice, 
however,  that  he  hoped  to  be  in  a  posi- 
tion, when  tho  espondituro  on  Science 
and  Art  came  up  for  review,  to  give 
3  startling  particulars  of  oxtrava- 
!e  on  a  marvellously  large  scale. 
If  those  particulars  were  brought  for- 
ward and  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  House,  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester (Six  Henry  Eosooe),  and  others 
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who  agreed  with  him,  would  very  pro- 
bably have  far  more  money  to  spend 
in  the  way  they  desired  than  they  had 
at  present.  Constantly  charges  were 
brought  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite against  the  Government  of  the 
country  for  penuriousness,  short-sighted- 
ness, and  other  bad  qualities,  with  re- 
spect to  Science  and  Art,  and  grants  for 
Science  and  Art  buildings.  He  would 
like  to  ask  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury if  he  would  cause  to  be  prepared  a 
Betum,  showing  the  expenditure  which 
had  been  incurred  in  this  country  merely 
on  buildings  for  Science  and  Art  pur- 
poses, so  that  they  might  know  exactly 
what  had  been  spent,  and  that  they 
might  be  able  to  meet  the  charges  of 
niggardliness  which  were  constantly 
brought  by  right  hon.  and  hon.  Gentle- 
men opposite  ?  If  they  could  find  out 
exactly  what  had  been  spent  during  the 
last  few  years  upon  Science  and  Art 
buildings,  they  would  be  able  to  com- 
pare the  expenditure  with  that  of  other 
countries,  and  ho  thought  it  would  be 
found  that  our  expenditure  on  Science 
and  Art  exceeded  that  which  had  been 
incurred  by  other  countries.  At  any 
rate,  the  Return  he  proposed  would  bo 
very  useful  in  view  of  the  continued 
demands  made  on  the  Treasury.  Those 
demands  were  very  popular,  and  very 
easy  to  make,  and  it  was  very  difficult 
for  the  Treasury  to  incur  unpopularity 
by  refusing  them.  He  did  not  think 
the  House  had  the  remotest  idea  of  the 
huildreds  of  thousands  of  pounds  which 
had  been  sunk  by  the  country  in  the 
payment  of  Professors'  salaries,  and  in 
other  forms  of  encouraging  Science  and 
Art. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  (London  Uni- 
versity)  said,  ho  did  not  propose  to 
follow  tho  noble  Lord  (Lord  Handolph 
Churchill)  in  his  remarks,  which  he  had 
listened  to  with  considerable  surprise ; 
but  he  hoped  they  would  hear  from 
some  Representative  of  the  Government 
something  more  definite  upon  the  ques- 
tion. Ho  listened  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  tho  First  Commissioner  of 
Works  (Mr.  Plunket)  with  some  dis- 
appointment. No  doubt,  he  spoke  in  a 
sympathetic  spirit,  but,  at  the  same 
time,  his  remarks  were  not  at  all  definite, 
and  tho  suggestion  he  made  seemed  to 
be  of  the  nature  of  a  makeshift.  With 
regard  to  the  question  of  the  residence 

Lord  Rani^lph  Churchill 


of  the  officers  of  the  Musenm,  it  was 
argued  that,  bo  far  as  the  prevention 
of  fire  was  concerned,  police  were  more 
effective  than  the  officers  connected  with 
the  Institution  could  be;  but,  snrelj, 
when  a  fire  had  once  broken  out  it  most 
be  of  great  importance  to  have  someone 
on  the  spot  who  knew  where  the  more 
valuable  articles  were  stored,  and  what 
were  the  best  steps  to  be  taken  for  their 
protection  or  removal.  They  had  heard 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  Souili  Man- 
chester (Sir  Henry  Bosooe)  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella)  of  the  crowded 
condition  of  the  physical  laboratoty. 
He  believed  there  was  on  the  south  nae 
of  the  road  a  piece  of  land  belonging  to 
the  Commissioners  of  1851  whioh  might 
be  acquired.  It  was  very  desirable  to 
secure  that  plot  of  land  at  onoe,  beoanse 
he  understood  that  very  probably  ordi- 
nary houses  would  otherwise  be  built 
upon  it,  and  the  opportunity  would 
be  lost.  It  was  quite  dear  that  this 
was  a  matter  whieh  did  not  eonoem 
one  Department  of  the  Government 
merely ;  and,  therefore,  he  hoped  that 
before  the  discussion  closed  they  would 
have  the  advantage  of  hearing  tne  views 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Yice 
President  of  the  Council  (Sir  William 
Hart  Dyke)  and  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  (Mr.  Jackson).  The  eubject 
had  been  engaging  attention  for  years, 
and  it  was  now  high  time  something 
definite  was  done. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  (Gateshead)  said, 
he  sincerely  hoped  that  in  the  course  of 
the  next  year  something  would  be  done 
to  improve  the  accommodation  at  South 
Kensington.  He  did  not  know  whether 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Works  (Mr. 
Plunket)  was  aware  that  an  annual  Ex- 
hibition of  drawings  and  prizes  in  con- 
nection with  the  Science  and  Art  Schools 
of  the  United  Kingdom  took  place  at 
South  Kensington  in  the  summer  months ; 
but  he  (Mr.  W.  H,  James)  had  attended 
these  Exhibitions,  and  had  experienced 
great  difficulty  in  finding  them.  When 
he  had  found  the  exhibits  it  was  ex- 
ceedingly difficult  to  inspect  them.  These 
exhibits  were  prizes  which  were  brought 
in  from  the  chief  centres  of  the  United 
Kingdom ;  and  it  was  a  pity  so  little 
should  be  known  of  them.  Ocoasionallj 
he  had  seen  the  classes  at  South  Ken* 
sington  at  work.    The  aosommodatioa 
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was  of  the  most  wretched,  unsatisfac- 
torj,  and  miserable  kind.  He  was  in- 
clined to  think  that  in  respect  to  Science 
and  Art  education  the  feeling  of  the 
democraoj  in  the  constituencies  gene- 
rally was  rather  in  favour  of  a  lavish  ex- 
penditure than  otherwise.  He  sincerely 
hoped  the  Government  would  be  able  to 
see  their  way  before  another  year  came 
round  to  increase  this  Vote. 

The  first  LORD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster)  said,  he  had  listened  to 
the  debate  with  great  interest  indeed, 
and  especially  to  the  remarks  which  fell 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Mundella).  He  must  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  the  fact 
that  the  great  complaint  made  against 
the  Government  was  that  they  were 
penurious.  They  had  heard  different 
stories  at  different  times  and  in  different 
parts  of  the  country ;  but  he  was  not 
ashamed  of  their  penuriousness  when  it 
was  necessary  in  the  interests  of  the 
public  purse.  He  thought  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  examine  the 
proposals  by  Departments  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  the  greatest  possible 
care,  and  to  be  perfectly  and  absolutely 
certain  the  expenditure  proposed  was 
absolutely  necessary  in  the  public  in- 
terest. Very  much  had  been  said  this 
evening  which  seemed  to  indicate  that 
other  provision  was  necessary  at  South 
Kensington.  His  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  South  Paddington  (Lord 
Kandolph  Churchill)  was  amply  justified 
in  the  remarks  he  made  as  to  the  cost  of 
the  buildings  which  had  been  erected 
at  South  Kensington  within  the  past 
few  years.  Complaint  had  been  made 
with  regard  to  the  course  pursued  by 
the  Treasury.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Mundella)  had  the  Treasury 
to  deal  with  in  his  day  ;  and  he  (Mr. 
W.  H.  Smith)  had  no  doubt  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  found  that  the  Treasury 
exercised  a  very  careful  supervision  over 
the  demands  which  were  made  upon 
South  Kensington ;  and  he  had  fre- 
quently, no  doubt,  himself  been  the 
medium  of  making  demands  upon  South 
Kensington  which  were  not  always  satis- 
fied. The  Treasury  were  simply  doing 
their  duty  in  examining  most  carefully 
the  demands  made  from  time  to  time. 
He  admitted  they  might  at  the  Treasury 
occasionally  prevent  the  execution  of 
works  quite  as  quickly  as  they  might  be 


demanded  by  the  public ;  but  he  wished 
to  take  note  most  distinctly  of  the  fact 
that  the  Government  desired  only  to 
spend  money  when  it  was  necessary  in 
the  public  interest,  and  that  they  were 
bound  to  offer  resistance  to  Depart- 
ments which  from  time  to  time  made 
demands  upon  them  from  the  point  of 
view  of  the  Department  alone,  and  not 
from  the  point  of  view  of  the  interests  of 
the  country  at  large.  He  did  not  wish  to 
make  any  observations  with  reference  to 
the  particular  demand  for  further  accom- 
modation which  had  been  urged  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  South 
Manchester  (Sir  Henry  Roscoe).  It  was 
a  matter  which  demanded  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Government  as  a  Governmenti 
and  they  must  decide  as  between  the  De- 
partment which  was  wrongand  that  which 
was  right,  and  determine  which  was  the 
proper  course  to  be  taken.  He  under- 
took, on  the  part  of  the  Government, 
that  attention  should  be  given  to  the 
question,  and  that  a  statement  should 
be  made  in  the  House  without  any  un- 
reasonable delay.  But  he  did  trust  that 
the  House  of  Commons  and  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  would  not  urge  the 
Government,  night  after  night,  to  make 
large  expenditure,  and  then  expect  them 
to  conduct  the  finances  of  the  country 
upon  economical  principles.  The  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
asked  that  a  Return  should  be  given  of 
the  money  spent  upon  Science  and  Art 
buildings.  He  should  be  exceedingly 
glad  to  give  such  a  Return ;  and  to  make 
it  as  full  and  complete  as  possible  he 
would  suggest  that  it  should  be  a  Return 
cf  the  cost  of  South  Kensington  from  its 
establishment,  20  years  ago,  down  to  the 
present  date. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  (Kirk- 
caldy,  &o.)  said,  he  had  great  sympathy 
with  Science,  but  very  little  with  a 
great  deal  that  was  called  Art;  and 
he  had  also  great  sympathy  with  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  said  with 
regard  to  economy.  Therefore,  his 
feelings  with  respect  to  this  Vote  were 
a  good  deal  mixed.  As  an  outsider, 
however,  he  could  not  refrain  from 
saying  that  it  did  seem  to  him  a  shame 
that  South  Kensington  Museum  should 
be  allowed  to  remain  in  its  present  un- 
finished state.  A  foreigner  must  be 
shocked  and  astonished  that  the  Estab- 
lishment should  be  allowed  to  remain 
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year  after  year  in  its  present  condition. 
While  he  hoped  that  the  Treasury  would 
exercise  a  wise  check  upon  extravagance, 
he  was  bound  to  say  we  were  not  a 
nation  of  paupers,  and  that  if  we  did 
keep  up  establishments  in  this  country, 
those  establishments  ought  to  be  made 
to  present  a  decent  front  to  the  public. 
As  long  as  he  could  remember  South 
Kensington  there  had  been  a  hideous 
spectacle  of  an  unfinished  front.  lie 
hoped  the  Government  would  either 
finish  the  E.-tablishment  or  abandon  it. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Goutloman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  had  promised  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
the  JReturn  he  desired.  To  make  that 
Keturn  as  complete  as  possible,  he  sug- 
gested that  it  should  not  only  deal  with 
the  cost  of  buildings,  but  with  the  cost 
of  examples  from  the  foundation  of  the 
Museum,  and  with  the  yaluo  of  the  gifts 
made  to  the  Museum  since  its  establish- 
ment. Ho  was  sure  that  the  country 
had  no  idea  of  the  value  of  the  Art 
treasures  which  the  I^Iuseum  possessed. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  would 
endeavour  to  prepare  the  Return  so  as 
to  do  full  justice  to  the  views  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  well  as  to  those 
of  the  noble  Lord.  He  wished  to  allude 
to  one  observation  which  fell  from  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock). 
The  cost  of  the  proposed  addition  would 
be  about  £300,000.  That  was  the  cost 
arrived  at  by  a  very  elaborate  process  of 
arithmetic.  The  first  outlay  was  esti- 
mated to  be  £233,000.  The  experience 
he  had  had  in  dealing  with  figures 
was  that  the  outlay  was  absolutely  cer- 
tain to  bo  exceeded,  and  that  it  was 
very  doubtful  indeed  whether  economy 
could  be  effected  in  the  Estimate. 

Lord  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
begged  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
not  to  mix  up  the  information  he  (Lord 
Randolph  Churchill)  required,  which 
was  valuable  information,  with  the  in- 
formation the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Mundella)  asked  for.  How  could 
the  Government  give  an  estimate  of  the 
value  of  the  gifts  to  the  South  Kensing- 
ton Museum  ?  What  ho  asked  for  was 
a  Return  of  the  capital  outlay  on  bricks 
and  mortar  in  connection  with  South 
Kensington,  and  he  hoped  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  limit  the 
Return  to  that  outlay.     If  the  right  hon. 
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Gentleman    opposite   wished    to    have 
another  Return  he  could  move  for  it 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  £8,940,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
British  Museum  Buildings. 

CoLoxEL  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
born)  said,  he  trusted  that  he  would  be 
in  Order  in  referring  to  the  question  of 
the  lighting  of  the  British  Museum  at 
night.  It  was  within  the  recollection  of 
many  hon.  Members  of  the  House  that 
last  year,  in  the  course  of  a  debate  upon 
this  question,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  gave  an  assurance  that  the 
matter  should  have  his  full  considera- 
tion. He  (Colonel  Duncan)  could  not  find 
any  mention  in  the  Yotes  of  the  light- 
ing of  the  Museum  by  night.  It  was 
possible  that  this  might  be  owing  to  the 
uncertainty  of  everything  in  London  in 
consequence  of  the  introduction  of  the 
Local  Government  Bill ;  but  he  implored 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Government  not  to  forget  this  eubject. 
There  were  many  people  in  London  who 
were  only  able  to  visit  the  British 
Museum  at  night.  Representing,  as  he 
did,  the  district  in  which  the  MuBenm 
was  situated,  he  asked  the  House  to 
bear  in  miod  the  great  success  which 
had  attended  the  opening  of  Museums 
at  night  elsewhere,  and  reminded  the 
House  that  the  Trustees  of  the  British 
Museum  had  already  twice  recommended 
that  action  in  the  matter  should  be 
taken 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  his 
recollection  of  the  debate  of  last  year 
was  that  there  was  a  general  ooncur* 
ronce  of  opinion  that  the  first  step  in 
reference  to  lighting  should  be  taken  at 
the  Natural  History  Museum.  That 
was  a  most  popular  Institution,  for  the 
people  of  the  Metropolis,  and  he  be* 
lieved  that  if  it  wore  lighted  up 
at  night  it  would  be  very  largely 
visited. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  Qovem- 
ment  undertook  last  year  to  consider 
this  question  very  carefully,  and  they 
obtained  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  the 
plant  necessary  for  the  lighting  up  of 
the  Museum,  and  also  of  the  cost  of 
maiutenanoe.  Unfortunately,  he  had 
not  got  the  Papers  with  him,  as  no  Notice 
was  given  that  this  question  would  be 
raised.  To  the  best  of  his  reooIleotioB| 
however,  it  was  estimated  thai  the 
itself    would    i*      ' 
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£30,000,  and  that  the  cost  of  mainten- 
ance would  amount  to  £7,000  a-year. 
That,  of  course,  referred  to  the  two 
Museums.  He  believed  that  the  cost  of 
maintenance  in  the  case  of  the  Natural 
History  Museum  would  be  about  £3,000 
a- year.  •  They  had  careful  observations 
made  as  to  the  frequenters  of,  perhaps, 
tlie  more  attractive  Museum  at  South 
Kensington,  which  was  lighted  up  at 
night,  and  they  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  would  hardly  be  justified  in 
asking  the  House  of  Commons  to  incur 
BO  large  an  original  outlay,  and  the 
annual  charge  which  would  be  involved. 
Of  course,  it  was  for  the  House  of 
Commons  to  say  whether  the  hands  of 
the  Government  should  be  forced  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind.  In  addition  to  a 
question  of  cost,  there  were  the  d augers 
incurred  in  connection  with  night  exhibi- 
tions in  London  to  be  considered.  These 
Collections  were  of  very  great  value ;  in- 
deed, they  could  not  be  measured  simply 
by  money  value,  or  by  their  cost.  In 
many  cases  it  would  be  quite  impossible 
to  replace  the  exhibits  if,  by  any 
accident,  they  should  be  lost, 'and  acoi-  j 
dents  were  more  likely  to  occur  at  night  [ 
than  in  the  day-time,  when  supervision 
was  more  easily  exercised.  The  Govern- 
ment took  counsel  with  those  who  were, 
next  to  themselves,  bound  to  care  for  these 
Collections,  and  the  view  the  Trustees 
held  was  that  they  would  hardly  be  j  usti- 
fied  in  asking  the  Government  to  incur 
the  risk  of  lighting  up  the  Museums  at 
night.  Under  these  circumstances,  and 
having  given  the  matter  most  serious 
consideration,  with  the  fullest  possible 
desire  to  open  these  Collections  to  the 
largest  number  of  persons  who,  by  any 
possibility,  might  visit  them,  the  Govern- 
ment thought  they  would  not  be  justified 
in  putting  an  Estimate  on  the  Vote  for 
the  plant  required,  and  for  the  annual 
charge  which  would  be  involved. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
could  only  express  extreme  regret  at  the 
statement  of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
sury. He  confessed  that  he  was  as- 
tounded to  learn  that  the  cost  of  plant 
was  so  enormous.  He  should  have 
thought  that  with  the  advance  of  Science 
the  plant  would  not  have  been  so  tre- 
mendously expensive.  Certainly  the 
lighting  of  the  Natural  History  Museum 
at  night  was  not  open  to  as  much 
objeetion  as  the  lighting  of  the  British 
The  exhibits  were  not  of  a 


very  inflammable  character,  and  if  they 
were  destroyed  they  could  be  replaced 
by  new  ones. 

Mil.  BROADHURST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  said  it  was  unfortunate  that  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  not  the 
figures  of  the  estimate  with  him.  It 
appeared  t )  him  that  the  estimate  as  to 
the  cost  of  the  plant  was  far  in  excess  of 
what  it  ought  to  be ;  and  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  understand  why  the  lighting  of 
the  British  Museum  at  night  should 
cost  £7,000  a-year. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  And  the  Natural 
History  Museum. 

Mr.  BROADHURST  said,  that  in 
that  case  there  was  not  very  much  to 
complain  of.  It  was  an  intolerable 
thing  that  a  great  Institution  like  the 
British  Museum  should  be  a  closed 
building  to  the  groat  mass  of  the  people 
of  London.  The  Museum  was  situated 
in  the  very  heart  of  the  Metropolis, 
within  easy  reach  of  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  the  working  people  of  London  ; 
and  it  was  now  practically  closed  to 
them,  except  on  holidays  and  times  when 
they  could  not  visit  it.  Most  people  did 
not  cease  work  until  6  or  7  o'clock,  and 
even  later,  and  if  Museums  were  kept 
open  until  a  reasonable  hour  at  night 
— say  10  o'clock— they  would  at  once  get 
rid  of  the  very  vexed  question,  on  which 
there  were  strong  opinions  on  both 
sides,  the  Sunday  opening  of  these  In- 
stitutions. He,  as  one  strongly  opposed 
to  the  opening  of  Museums  on  Sundays, 
felt  that  unless  they  were  prepared  to 
meet  the  people  by  throwing  these  In- 
stitutions open  in  the  evening,  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Sunday  opening  movement 
would  be  very  great.  As  to  the  danger 
attending  the  lighting  of  the  Museums 
at  night,  he  could  not  help  thinking  that 
it  was  much  exaggerated.  The  South 
Kensington  Museum  had  been  open  at 
night  for  a  number  of  years,  and,  so  far 
as  he  remembered,  there  had  never  been 
a  serious  accident  in  consequenoe.  He 
did  not  see  why  it  should  not  be  as 
easy  to  guard  against  accidents,  or  why 
accidents  would  be  more  likely  to  occur, 
at  the  British  Museum  and  in  the 
Natural  History  Museum  than  at  South 
Kensington. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Newington,  Walworth) 
said,  that  last  year  there  was  something 
almost  amounting  to  a  promise  given  by 
the  Government  that  during  the  eourse 
of  the  financial  year  an  effort  would  be 
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made  to  see  whether  that  which  bad 
been  ao  long  desired  by  the  London 
public  could  not  be  granted.  Ho  could 
not  help  feeling  that  even  if  the  cost 
were  as  large  as  represented  by  the 
Firat  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  this  country 
ought  not  to  hesitate  to  defray  it,  seeing 
that  thereby  an  opportunity  would  be 
afforded  to  the  working  and  tolling 
maseea  of  the  Metropolis  to  visit  these 
two  groat  Museums.  He  was  disposed 
to  demur  to  the  observations  of  the 
bon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  Qoorgo  Campbell)  aa  to  the 
desirability  of  first  of  alt  lighting  up  at 
night  the  Natural  History  Museum, 
because  he  took  it  that,  for  an  Institu- 
tion whose  object  was  to  educate  the 
fieople,  the  British  Museum  had  a  far 
arger  claim  on  their  attention  than  the 
Natural  History  Museum,  setting  aside 
for  the  moment  the  more  central  posi- 
tion ol  the  older  Institution.  He  strongly 
urged  the  Government,  if  they  wished  to 
afford  aa  opportunity  to  those  who  had 
but  few  opportunities  of  seeing  these 
great  National  Educational  Establish- 
ments, to  turn  their  attention  seriously  to 
the  subject. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £4,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Edinburgh  University  Buildings. 

(4.)  £17,626,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Diplomatic  and  and  Consular  Build- 
ings. 

(5.)  £14,145,  to  complete  the  Bum  for 
Harbours,  &c.  under  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

Mb.  ARTHUfi  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  he  desired  to  ask  the 
Minister  in  charge  of  the  Vote  to  state 
what  was  the  condition  of  the  works  in 
connection  with  Dover  Harbour? 

The  SECEETAEY  to  tub  TEEA- 
SDEY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  had  no  doubt  the  hon.  Qentle- 
man  was  aware  of  the  answer  which 
was  given  yesterday  by  the  First  liOrd 
of  the  Treasury  to  the  Question  put 
upon  this  subject.  It  would  be  within 
the  recotteotion  of  the  Committee  tbat 
last  year,  when  this  question  was  raised, 
it  was  promised  that  the  question  as  to 
further  expenditure  on  Dover  Har- 
bour should  be  considered.  The  ques- 
tion hardly  arose  upon  this  Vote,  because, 
as  the  hon.  Member  knew,  Dover  Har- 
bour was  rather  couneoted  with  the 
3fr.  Itaaet 
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building  of  the  coDvict  ptison  tliere. 
However,  he  had  no  hasitation  in  saying 
that  the  tiovemment  having  given  their 
most  serious  consideration  to  this  ques- 
tion, having  gone  through  the  Bffport 
of  the  Committee  which  sat  on  the  qnaa- 
tion,  and  even  having  regard  to  the  very 
large  expenditure  which  had  been 
already  incurred  upon  the  convict  piison 
at  Dover,  had  come  to  the  concluaian 
that  the  cost  of  suoh  a  harbour  as  had 
been  suggested  would  be  so  enormous, 
and  that  the  advantage  was  so  doubtful, 
that  for  the  present,  at  any  rate,  they 
ought  not  to  ask  Parliament  to  vote  any 
more  money  in  respect  of  the  Harbour 
at  Dover. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(6.)  £9,^30,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Lighthouses  Abroad. 

(7.)  £29,180,  to  complete  thosumfbr 
Peterhead  Harbour. 

(S.)  £148,848,  to  complete  the  ram 
for  Bates  on  Government  Property. 

(9.)  £7,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade. 

(10.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pn- 
posed, 

"  That  s  sum,  not  axoeeding  £193,302,  Iw 
grantsd  to  Hsr  Majsitj,  to  oomplete  the  som 
□eceaiar;  to  defraj'  tba  Charg;a  wbidi  will  ooma 
in  coune  of  pay mant  duting  the  year  endinx  oa 
tho  3lBt  day  of  March  1SS9,  for  the  Ereobon, 
Kepain,  acd  UaintcQance  of  aeveral  Public 
BuildiDgi  in  tho  Dapanment  of  the  Commu- 
Bionert  of  Fublio  Works,  Ireland,  foTtheHain> 
tccacce  of  certaic  I'arki,  Harboura,  and 
Navigations,  and  for  Repaymants  to  Barosiel 
under '  Tho  Tramways  and  Public  Companiei 
{IcslaodJ  Act,  1883.'  " 

Ma.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  whether  he  would  not  agree 
to  postpone  tho  Vote  until  next  Monday, 
vheu  Members  from  Ireland  could  be 
in  their  places  ?  He  thought  it  unfair  to 
take  Votes  of  this  kind  in  the  absence  of 
Members  who  were  interested  in  them. 

Thb  first  LORD  op  tbx  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Shith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  There  is  no  Notioa  of 
any  opposition  whatever  against  this 
Vote,  or  the  next.  If  there  bad  been  the  ^ 
slightest  intimation  of  opposition, 
should  not  have  taken  them 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  may  h 
that  the  Report  will  not  be  talien  q 
the  time  he  nas  named. 
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Me.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
rather  demurred  to  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to  the 
Notice  of  opposition  to  the  Yote,  because 
many  questions  might  arise  upon  them 
with  regard  to  which  Members  did  not 
feel  themselyes  bound  to  give  Notice  on 
the  Paper.      However,   he  would  not 
press  that  point.     With  regard  to  the 
rTational  Education  Buildings,  he  be- 
lieved it  was  a  fact  that  the  Estimates 
of  previous  years  had  been  very  con- 
siderably   exceeded    by    the    National 
Education  Oommissioners  in  connection 
with    buildings    for   ordinary  schools. 
The  position  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Board  of  Works  (Ireland)  and  the  Na- 
tional   Education    Commissioners    had 
been  recently  considered  ;  certain  resolu- 
tions had  been  adopted  ;  certain  regula- 
tions drawn  up  and  instructions  issued 
to    the    National    Education    Commis- 
sioners.    Those  instructions  would  limit 
the  powers  of  the  Commissioners  to  ad- 
vance money  for  building  schools  under 
the  Statute  now  in  force.      But  many 
managers  of  schools    had  undertaken 
liabilities  under  what   they  considered 
to  be  a  Parliamentary  guarantee,  and 
the    restrictions    imposed   would    very 
materially  embarrass  a  number  of  gentle- 
men who  had  no  reason  whatsoever  to 
suppose  that  the  powers  of  the  National 
Education  Commissioners  would  be  cur- 
tailed or  suspended.    That  was  the  first 
point  that  he  had  to  bring  before  the 
attention  of  the  Government.    His  next 
point   was  connected  with  the  Ulster 
Canal.     Last  year  the  Canal  figured  for 
the  sum  of  £705.     The  Canal  was  in  the 
hands   of  the   Government;  it  was   a 
security  which  they  had  taken,  and  it 
had  constituted  a  heavy  charge  on  the 
Exchequer  for  many  years.     The  Qo- 
yemment  had  tried  from  time  to  time 
to  get  rid  of  it ;  but  the  terms  offered 
by  the  parties  were  so  onerous  and  un- 
reasonable that  the  House  had  refused 
to  entertain  them.  The  sum  now  proposed 
in  aid  of  the  Ulster  Canal  was,  that  year, 
£1,500,  and  there  was  no  explanation 
whatever  of  the  increase.    He  should 
be  glad  to  receive  some  information  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  on  this 
subject.    Then,  on  page  83,  tiiere  was 
the  sum  of  £5,000  on  aoooiml  djei 
meat  of  the  balance  undtr 
and  Pablio  Oon 
1888.      Ha  ba 
aUatoa^i 


a-year,  at  the  rate  of  2  per  cent  on  the 
amount  of  capital  invested,  where  the 
guarantee  of  the  barony  had  been  given 
and  had  been  discharged  by  payment 
of  a  percentage  of  the  guaranteed  divi- 
dends. He  asked  what  were  the  baronies 
which  had  made  payment,  and  what 
were  the  Companies  to  whom  payment 
had  been  made,  and  also  the  amounts 
paid? 

The  SECEETARY  to  the  TREA- 
SUKY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
that  the  relation  between  the  Treasury 
and  the  Board  of  Works  and  the  Na- 
tional Education  CommissionersinDublin 
had  been  very  correctly  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  as  having  recently  under- 
gone considerable  revision.  As  he  had 
explained  to  the  House  on  a  previous 
occasion,  it  had  come  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  Treasury  that  the  grants  approved 
by  the  National  Education  Commis- 
sioners had  largely  exceeded  the  pro- 
vision made  by  Parliament,  and  it  was 
necessary  that  some  arrangement  should 
be  come  to  by  which  effective  control 
should  be  exercised  over  those  grants, 
and  particularly  with  regard  to  the 
point  of  Supplementary  Estimates.  It 
had  been  his  duty  to  put  matters  in 
such  a  form  that  there  should  be  effec- 
tive financial  control,  and  that  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  should,  if  possible, 
be  avoided,  at  the  same  time  without 
disregarding  what,  at  present  at  all 
events,  he  considered  to  be  the  obligation 
of  the  Government,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  keep  to  the  grants  which  had  already 
been  approved.  Although  he  had  not 
yet  received  figures  which  would  enable 
him  to  give  particular  information  to  the 
Committee,  yet  he  was  having  a  state- 
ment prepared  which  would  show  in 
detail  the  amount  of  expenditure  upon 
every  school  for  which  a  grant  had  been 
sanctioned,  and  which  was  likely  to 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
current  financial  year  and  during  sub- 
sequent years.  He  hoped  that  when  he 
received  those  figures  it  would  be  found 
that  the  £40,000  in  the  Estimates  for 
this  year  might  be,  if  not  entirely  ade- 
quate to  meet  the  actual  requirements, 
at  all  events  so  nearly  adequate  that 
no  Supplementary  Estimates  would  be 

I        y,  and  no  serious  inconvenience 

pen  in  the  case  of  schools  in 

>i  building.  The  sum  of  £40,000 

the  next  three  years  ought^ 

if  to  meet  the  full  require. 
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ments  of  the  case.  With  regard  to  the 
Ulster  Canal,  the  cost  of  its  maintonance 
had  been  in  recent  years,  upon  the 
average,  about  £1,100.  It  often  hap- 
pened, of  course,  that  the  expenditure 
was  more  in  one  year  than  another, 
according  to  tlio  amount  of  work  under- 
taken, and  repairs  necessary  in  particu- 
lar years.  With  regard  to  the  pay- 
nu^nts  by  baronies  under  the  Tramwaj'S 
and  Public  Companies  (Ireland)  Act,  he 
need  not  remind  the  (''ommittee  that 
Parliament  had,  on  former  occasions, 
passed  Acts  which  imposed  upon  the 
Ijxchoquor  certain  charges  with  regard 
to  tramways  made  under  certain  Statutes 
if  they  did  not  earn  sufficient  money  to 
meet  the  interest  guaranteed.  Ho  did 
not  wish  to  take  a  gloomy  view  of  the 
matter ;  but  he  was  afraid  that  some  of 
the  tramways  sanctioned,  like  railways 
similarly  sanctioned,  would  not,  for 
some  time  at  least,  earn  suflicient  to 
pay  the  guaranteed  interest,  and  that  a 
larger  sum  than  was  asked  for  this 
year  miglit  bo  found  necessary  to  meet 
the  deficiency  which  might  arise.  The 
sum  in  tiro  present  Estimate  had  been 
arrived  at  on  careful  inquiry  in  each 
case,  lie  had  a  list  of  the  amounts 
likely  to  be  earned  and  expended,  and 
of  the  amount  of  charge  likely  to  come 
upon  tho  Exchequer.  He  was  not  able 
to  furnish  the  names  of  the  baronies  at 
that  moment ;  but  he  could  give  the 
hon.  Member  the  names  of  the  Com- 
panies. The  total  amount  of  increase 
was  £9,000,  and,  therefore,  in  taking 
£5,000,  the  Government  had  made  pro- 
vision for  very  little  more  than  half. 

IMn.  AETHUE  O'CONNOll  said, 
the  Secretary  to  tho  Treasury  had  told 
the  Committee  little  beyond  the  fact 
that,  although  £700  a-year  had  been 
taken  for  some  years  on  account  of  tlio 
Canal,  that  amount  had  always  been  ox- 
ceeded.  This  was  ono  of  tho  things 
which  made  proceedings  in  that 
House  So  unsatisfactory.  The  Estimates 
woro  really  no  check  upon  tho  expondi- 
turo  of  tho  Govornment,  and  had  never 
been  a  check  upon  tho  Board  of  Works 
in  Ireland.  The  Ulster  Canal  was  a 
bad  bargain,  and,  in  his  opinion,  every 
sovereign  spent  upon  it,  so  far  as  the 
public  interest  was  concerned,  had  been 
practically  thrown  away.  An  Estimate 
was  now  brought  forward  exceeding  by 
more  than  100  per  cent  what  had  been 
asked  for  in  former  years. 

Mr,  Jackson 


Mu.  JACKSON  said,  that  what  he 
had  stated  was  that  the  average  ex- 
penditure amounted  to  £1,100,  although 
that  amount  was  sometimes  exceeded. 
He  had  explained  to  the  Committee  that 
last  year  £705  was  taken,  because  it  was 
not  anticipated  that  this  amount  would 
be  exceeded ;  but  it  was  found  that  a 
larger  expenditure  would  be  necessaiy 
this  year,  and  accordingly  £1,500  had 
been  taken.  He  did  not  mean  to  con- 
voy that  the  expenditure  in  previous 
years  had  exceeded  tho  Estimates,  but 
only  that  tho  expenditure  varied  from 
year  to  year. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  no  wish  to  misrepresent  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  Canal  did  not  pay  even 
tho  wages  of  the  lock-keepers,  and  there 
was  no  justification  for  spending  upon 
it  an  annually  increasing  sum.  The 
Government  would,  in  his  opinion,  do 
well  to  wash  their  hands  of  it.  It  was 
a  bad  security,  and  he  must  certainly 
protest  against  the  present  increase  by 
moving  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the 
sum  of  £400,  which  would  bring  down 
tho  amount  to  what  had  been  found 
sufficient  for  several  years. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £162,902, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — {Mr, 
Arthur  0^  Connor.) 

Mb.  JACKSON  said,  he  could  hardly 
state  with  what  pleasure  ne  had  listened 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
Every  year,  for  tho  last  five  or  six  years, 
the  Government  had  been  endeavouring 
to  carry  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  effect- 
ing  that  which  the  hon.  Member  sug- 
gested— namely,  to  get  rid  of  this  annual 
charge.  Such  a  Bill  was  introduced 
last  year,  but  they  had  been  unable  to 
obtain  opportunities  for  passing  it.  He 
was  extremely  anxious  to  get  rid  of  the 
Canal,  and  agreed  with  every  word 
wliich  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
with  respect  to  the  bad  bargain  which 
tho  Government  had  made,  and  which 
thoy  were  most  desirous  of  parting  with. 
Ho  would  not  say  why  they  had  been 
unable  to  succeed.  The  hon.  Member 
was  probably  aware  that  there  was 
beforo  Parliament  at  that  time  a  Bill 
promoted  by  the  Lagan  Navigation 
Company  seeking  powers  to  take  over 
the  Canal.  He  hoped  that  Bill  would 
become  law  during  the  present  Session, 
and  then  the  Government  would  have 
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an  opportunity  of  getting  rid  of  this 
annual  charge  of  about  £1,100  a-year, 
and  at  the  same  time  of  acoomplishing 
some  good  for  several  districts  in  Ireland, 
by  opening  up  communication  from 
Belfast  to  the  other  side  of  the  country 
as  a  means  of  cheapening  freights,  carry- 
ing coals,  and  competing  with  as  well 
as  keeping  the  railways  in  order.  He 
therefore  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  press  his  Motion,  but  that  he  would 
assist  the  Government  in  passing  the 
Bill  to  which  he  had  referred. 

Mr.  ARTHUK  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  perfectly  well  acquainted  with  the 
provisions  of  tho  Bill  brought  in  year 
after  year  to  enable  the  Government  to 
get  rid  of  this  Canal.  He  had  always, 
however,  looked  upon  the  proposed  ar- 
rangement as  a  job,  and  had  therefore 
opposed  the  Bill.  The  Government  had, 
year  after  year,  submitted  the  proposal 
that  the  Oanal  should  be  handed  over  to 
the  Lagan  Navigation  Company,  with 
the  condition  that  the  Company  should 
be  paid  £10,000  by  way  of  a  douceur. 
If  the  Canal  was  of  any  use  to  the  Com- 
pany, by  all  means  let  them  have  it,  but 
why,  he  asked,  should  they  receive 
£10,000  as  well.  The  Company  having 
at  first  asked  £10,000,  on  finding  that 
that  was  opposed,  moderated  their  terms, 
but  they  still  wanted  a  considerable  sum. 
The  amount  which  tho  Committeo  wore 
now  asked  to  vote  was  probably  in- 
tended to  put  the  Canal  in  as  good  a 
condition  as  was  possible  for  tho  Lagan 
Navigation  Company.  Tho  Government 
could  get  rid  of  the  Canal  by  a  stroke 
of  the  pen,  and  he  did  not  see  why  this 
further  expenditure  should  be  incurred. 
He  could  inform  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  idea  of  a  canal  between  Belfast 
and  the  Shannon  was  simply  moon- 
shine. There  was  no  water  to  float  a 
boat  in  some  parts,  and  the  idea  of  com- 
munication described  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  altogether  chimerical.  As 
his  contention  was  that  the  Government 
could  get  rid  of  the  Canal  and  wipe  this 
item  off  the  Estimates,  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  press  his  Motion  to  a  Division. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  46; 
Noes  93 :  Majority  47. — (Div.  List, 
No.  58.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 
Mk.     EDWARD     HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 

VOL.  OOOXXiy.    [third  series.] 


for  Ireland,  whether  it  was  the  practice 
to  establish  police  barracks  in  the  huts 
of  evicted  tenants,  and  whether  a  rent 
of  three  times  the  tenant's  rent  was  paid 
for  them  ?  He  pointed  out  that  this 
practice  led  to  an  injustice  in  the  oaao 
of  tenants  who  were  resisting  the  extor 
tionate  demands  of  landlords,  because 
the  Government  paid  the  landlord  a 
higher  rent  than  he  before  obtained^ 
He  knew  of  one  case  in  which  three 
times  the  original  rent  of  £15  had  been 
paid  to  the  landlord  under  the  circum- 
stances he  had  referred  to.  The  Con- 
stabulary in  Ireland  were  already 
sufficiently  unpopular  ;  but  ho  looked 
upon  this  as  the  most  odious  use  to 
whieh  they  could  be  put — namely,  that 
of  placing  them  in  the  hovels  of  evicted 
tenants. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  must  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  his  remarks 
had  no  reference  to  the  present  Vote. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  referring  to  this  subject 
when  the  Votes  of   Class  III.    were 

T*Afl.P  il  All 

Mr.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.)  said,  he 
joined  in  the  protest  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
against  the  Government  taking  this 
Vote  in  the  absence  of  Irish  Members, 
and  if  there  was  one  circumstance  more 
than  another  to  which  Irish  Members 
would  be  likely  to  take  exception,  it  was 
that  the  Vote  provided  for  the  main- 
tenance of  police  in  barracks.  He  found 
various  sums  charged  for  police  barracks 
at  Belfast,  Roscommon,  and  Carlow,  and 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  in  his  opinion 
all  this  money  had  been  very  badly 
expended.  There  were  already  too 
many  barracks  in  Ireland.  His  atten- 
tion had  been  directed  the  other  day  to 
the  fact  that  in  one  town  in  Scotland, 
where  there  was  a  population  of  85,000, 
the  number  of  policemen  did  not  exceed 
18.  Let  the  Committee  compare  that 
with  a  town  in  Ireland  of  3,000  in- 
habitants, in  which  there  were  two  police 
barracks,  one  at  either  end  of  the  town, 
in  each  of  which  15  or  20  policemen 
were  stationed.  He  asked  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
continue  to  spend  the  money  of  the  tax- 
payers on  the  erection  of  police  barracks 
in  view  of  the  time  which  he  believed 
was  fast  approaching  when  all  these 
police  arrangements  in  Ireland  would 
be  done  away  with  ? 
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The  CniEFSEOllETARY  for  IRE- 
LAND  (Mr.  A.  eT.  liALForR)  (Man- 
chester, E.)  :  T  can  ftssnro  tlio  bon. 
Mombor  that  tbo  amount  of  barrack 
accommodation  is  strictly  regulated  by 
the  number  of  police  necessarily  stationed 
in  the  district. 

Mr.  NOLAN  said,  in  view  of  the 
unsatisfactory  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  folt  it  liis  duty  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£3,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put, 
"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £100,302, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — (J/r. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  38; 
Noes  99:  Majority  01. — (Div.  List, 
No.  59.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  io. 

(11.)  £35,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Science  and  Art  Buildings,  Dublin. 

Mr.  BARTLEY  (Islington,  X.)  asked, 
whether  the  designs  for  these  buildings 
were  now  satisfactory,  and  whether  thoy 
had  arrived  at  the  cud  of  this  Vote  ? 

The  SECEETARY  to  tue  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
ho  should  not  like  to  promise  that  they 
had  reached  the  ond  of  this  expenditure. 
Ho  tliought  the  Committee  had  liad 
tonight  an  example  of  the  pressure  con- 
stantly put  upon  the  Government  in 
matters  of  the  kind,  lie  was  afraid 
there  would  bo  some  expenditure  both 
on  account  of  furniture  and  fittings,  in 
order  to  make  the  building  habitable. 
It  was  true  that  there  had  been  an  in- 
crease on  the  Estimate,  but  there  had 
been  also  a  considerable  onlargement  of 
tho  buildings  originally  contemplated. 
The  Government  had  no  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  the  contract  which  had  been 
taken  for  the  work  would  show  any  un- 
reasonable excess. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
sido)  said,  he  should  like  to  hear  the 
hon.  Gentleman  say  that  this  Vote  did 
complete  the  expenditure  for  the  build- 
ing. The  building  was  exceedingly 
handsome,  and,  so  far  as  ho  was  able  to 
judge,  it  was  the  best  of  its  kind  that 
had  been  produced  during  the  last  quar- 
ter of  a  century. 

Vote  agreed  to. 


Class  IT. — Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
Civil  Departitents. 

(13.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''That  a  Bum,  not  excoeding  £37,731,  1m 
gi'antod  to  Hur  Majesty,  to  complete  tho  sam 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  oome 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1889,  for  the  Salaries 
and  KxpcDBes  of  tho  Offices  of  the  House  of 
Lords." 

Lord  EANDOLPH  CHUEOHILL 
(Paddington,  8.)  said,  the  House  was 
aware  that  a  Eoyal  Commission  had 
beon  appointed  about  18  months  ago  to 
inquire  into  the  Public  Departments  for 
the  conduct  of  Business  and  into  the 
scale  of  their  expenditure.  That  Com- 
mission, however,  had  no  power  to  in- 
quire into  tho  expenditure  of  the  House 
of  Lords.  It  appeared  to  him  that  no 
one  would  argue  that  the  expenditure  of 
tho  two  Houses  of  Parliament  did  not 
require  revision,  and  that  they  were 
not  conducted  on  the  most  lavish  scale. 
A  vciy  large  number  of  persons  were 
employed,  whilo  the  work  could  pro- 
bably be  done  by  a  smaller  number, 
and  many  of  these  persons  appeared  to 
receive  a  higher  salary  than  was  neces- 
sary. But,  whether  this  were  so  or  not, 
it  was  an  important  fact  that  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament  were  not  within 
the  Bcopo  of  tho  Hoyal  Commission  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  Public  De- 
partnionts.  Certainly  an  inquiry  ought 
to  bo  made  into  the  present  estaUish- 
mont  of  tho  two  Houses.  The  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  recollect 
that  it  had  been  his  intention,  when  at 
tho  Exchequer,  to  propose  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  joint  Commission  ox  both 
Houses  to  review  their  respective  estab- 
lishments. AVhen  he  mentioned  his 
proposal  in  that  House  it  was  not  ill- 
rocoivod,  and  if  things  had  gone  on  in 
their  normal  way  the  proposal  might 
have  been  carriea  out.  He  belioTed 
that  a  very  considerable  reduction  might 
bo  made  in  the  expenditure  of  the 
IIousos  of  Parliament.  Of  course  there 
was  a  much  larger  question  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Private  Bill  legislation  of 
the  two  Houses.  If  a  Committee  of 
the  two  Houses  came  to  the  conclusion 
to  remove  all  Private  Bill  legislation 
from  the  Houses  of  Parliament,  then  a 
.  much  larg;er  reduction  would  be  ma- 
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Bible.  But  apart  from  that,  there  was 
every  reason  to  suppose  that  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  two  Houses  was  higher 
than  it  need  be,  and  he  would  press 
upon  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  the 
advisability  of  appointing  a  Committee 
of  both  Houses  for  the  purpose  of 
reviewing  their  expenditure,  which 
amounted  to  an  enormous  sum  of 
monoy.  The  two  Houses  managed  to 
spend  on  themselves  something  like 
£120,000  a-year.  That  expenditure 
had  never  been  inquired  into,  as  far  as 
he  was  aware,  and  in  view  of  the  fact 
he  trusted  that  his  suggestion  would 
receive  favourable  consideration  at  the 
hands  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

The  FIEST  LOKD  of  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  It  will  bo  in  the  recol- 
lection of  the  Committee  that  last  Ses- 
sion a  discussion  arose  upon  this  Vote, 
and  that  I  then  undertook,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  that  inquiry  should 
be  made,  at  any  rate  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  as  to  the  extent  of  the  expendi- 
ture of  that  House.  I  am  hardly  awarei, 
however,  of  the  suggestion  made  by  the 
noble  Lord,  that  a  Joint  Committee 
should  sit  to  inquire  into  the  expenses 
of  the  two  Houses  of  Parliament.  The 
suggestion,  however,  that  the  subject 
should  be  treated  in  that  way  is  very 
well  worthy  of  consideration,  and  I 
think  it  is  possible  that  a  Joint  Com- 
mittee might  be  able  to  effect  economies 
which  would  be  acceptable  to  both 
Houses.  But  my  noble  Friend  the 
Prime  Minister  has  been  engaged  with 
a  small  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  in  investigating  the  expense  of 
the  establishment  of  that  House,  and 
my  noble  Friend  mentioned  to  me  a  few 
days  ago  that  he  had  overy  reason  to 
hope  he  would  be  able  to  recommend 
considerable  economies  in  the  expendi- 
ture. But  as  the  Committee  is  still 
sitting,  and  has  not  reported,  it  would 
be  premature  for  me  to  make  any  state- 
ment in  respect  of  alterations  which  my 
noble  Friend  believes  can  be  effected. 
As  far  as  the  House  of  Commons  is  con- 
cerned, I  do  not  know  whether  the  ex- 
penditure is  greater  than  might  reason- 
ably bo  expected  for  Gentlemen  of 
whom  a  large  amount  of  attendance  is 
required  in  the  public  interest.  Still,  I 
shall  be  exceedingly  glad  if  the  noble 
Lord's  suggestion  can  be  adopted.  With- 
oat  pledging  myself  absolutely,  I  will  un- 


dertake to  confer  with  those  who  are  well 
acquainted  with  the  subject,  and  with 
the  authorities  of  the  House  ;  and  I  will 
endeavour  to  make  some  recommenda- 
tion to  the  House  with  the  view  of 
securing  that  this  question  shall  be  fully, 
impartially  and  carefully  considered. 
The  arrangement  I  made  with  the 
House  occurred  very  late  in  the  Session, 
and  sufficient  time  has  not  elapsed  for 
maturing  the  recommendations  which 
may  come  down  from  the  House  of 
Lords,  but  as  I  have  said  the  whole 
matter  shall  have  our  consideration. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  (Liverpool, 
Scotland)  said,  he  regretted  to  have  to 
state  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
reply  was  eminently  unsatisfactory.  He 
thought  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  been  more  correct  if  he  had  said  it 
would  be  premature  if  the  Committee 
passed  this  Vote  rather  than  that  it  was 
premature  to  state  what  would  bo  done 
because  the  Committee  was  still  sitting. 
Ho  (Mr.  T.  P.  O'Connor)  pointed  out 
that  seven  or  eight  months  had  elapsed 
since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  agreed, 
under  great  pressure,  to  have  a  Com- 
mittee appointed,  and  now  he  came 
down  and  claimed  to  have  carried  out 
his  pledge,  by  saying  that  the  Committee 
had  not  finished  its  investigation.  That 
seemed  to  him  a  most  extraordinary  way 
of  fulfilling  a  pledge  given  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  he  ventured  to  say 
that  if  the  Committee  had  passed  this 
Vote  without  protest,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  come  down,  after 
another  nine  months  had  elapsed,  with 
his  usual  suavity  of  manner,  and  say  that 
they  must  wait  a  little  longer.  He 
thought  under  the  circumstances  he  was 
justified  in  saying  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  trifling  with  the  House. 
The  sums  paid  to  officials  in  the  House 
of  Lords  were  ridiculously  high  as  com- 
pared with  the  officials  of  the  House  of 
Commons  who  had  much  more  onerous 
duties  to  perform.  The  Sergeant- at- 
Arms  in  attendance  on  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor had  £1,600  a-year;  then  the 
Messenger  to  the  Crown  Solicitor  had 
a  salary  of  £  1 ,500  a-year.  But  all  these 
officers  received  additional  payments  for 
various  offices  which  they  discharged, 
besides  their  regular  duties.  The  best 
way  of  dealing  with  this  subject,  how- 
ever, was  to  make  a  comparison  be- 
tween the  two  Houses.  He  found  that 
the  Chairman  of  Ways  and  Means  re- 
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coivod   £2,500,   and   the  Chairman   of 
Committees  in  the  House  of  Lords  re- 
ceived the  same  salary,  yet  20  minutes 
or  lialf-an-liour  was  the  average  length 
of  a  sitting  of  the  House  of  Lords,  tak- 
ing one  sitting  with  another  throughout 
the  year.     The  Counsel  to  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  received  £1,500  per  an- 
num ;  tlio  Examiner  of  Standing  Orders 
£900;    the    Clerk    of   the  Parliament 
£2,500,  in  addition  to  £o00  as  an  allow- 
ance for  a  house ;  the  Clerk  Assistant 
£1,800  ;  the  Reading  Clerk  £1,200  ;  the 
Oliief  Clerk  of  the  Parliament   Office 
£1,200;  the  Senior  Clerk  £1,000;  the 
other  Senior  Clerks   £1,000  each.     He 
presumed  that  some  of  these  gentlemen 
belonged    to   that  mysterious    body  of 
gentlemen  whose   work  it  was  to  say 
**Z»  Reine  le  veut  "    when  the  Royal 
Assent  was  given  to  l^ills.     Among  other 
ornamental  officials  wns  Black  Rod,  an 
officer  who  received  £2,000  a-year  and 
also  received  emoluments  as  Adoiiral  on 
the  Retired  List,   in   addition  to  fees 
which  he  received  for  his  own  use  as  an 
officer  of  the  Garter.     He  thought  this 
gentleman  must  be  a  happy  man  to  have 
80  many  official  salaries  to  draw  at  the 
expense  of  the  taxpayers  of  the  country  ; 
while  his  only  duty  was  to  take  part  in 
the  piece  of  periodical    tomfoolery  of 
knocking  at  the  door  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  summoning  the  Speaker 
to  attend  the  House  of  Lords,  and  to 
give  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
leave  to  take  ladies  and  gentlemen  into 
the  other  House.     Then  there  was  the 
Yeoman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod,  who 
received  £1,000,  and  the  principal  Door- 
keeper, who  received  £600  for  discharg- 
ing duties  which  any  ordinary  porter 
could  be  found  to  perform  for  25«.  a- 
week.      Then  there  was  a  further  array 
of  Assistant    ^lessengers   and   Porters 
who  received  £2,225  between  them,  and 
til  ere  was   a   Librarian    who  received 
£810.     The   duties   of  this  gentleman 
must  be  very  light ;  because  he  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  was  satisfied  that  not  one 
Peer  in  a  dozen  ever  read  a  book  in  the 
Library  of  the  House  of  Lords  or  else- 
where.    This  gentleman,  however,  had 
the  aid  of  an  Assistant  Librarian  with 
the   salary   of    £439.     He    would    not 
pursue  the  subject  further  than  to  say 
that  the  Estimates  of  the  House  of  Lords 
were  a  perfect  scandal,  and  he  was  not 
at  all  surprised  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South   Paddington  (Lord 

Mr,  T,  P,  0'  Connor 


Randolph  Churchill)  had  risen  to  protest 
against  them.  As  he  would  not  be  in 
Order  in  moving  the  postponement  of 
this  Vote,  he  should  propose  its  re- 
duction by  the  sum  of  £  1,000,  part  of  the 
salary  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Item  B,  £5,000,— Department  of  the 
(*hairman  of  the  C'Ommittccd  of  tho  House  of 
Ij<3rd8, — be  rctliiced  by  tho  sura  of  £1,000.*' — 
{Mr,  r.  P,  O'Cumwr,) 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.) 
said,  he  did  not  think  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  had  a  clear  recollection  of  what 
passed  last  year  on  this  Vote.  The 
salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  Honse  of 
Lords  were  then  discussed  at  length  on 
a  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouohere).  In  the 
course  of  that  discussion  he  (Mr. 
Childers)  had  called  the  attention  of  the 
I  House  to  the  discrepancy  between  the 
salaries  of  the  officials  of  the  two 
Houses. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  would 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Motion  before  the  Oommittee 
was  for  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  in 
respect  of  a  single  item,  and  that  tiiis 
should  be  disposed  of  before  the  sub- 
ject referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Oen- 
tleman  was  dealt  with. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
quite  willing  to  withdraw  his  Motion  in 
order  to  allow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  proceed. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said,  on  the  oocasion 
referred  to  it  was  his  duty  to  take  part 
in  the  debate,  and  he  had  oalled  especial 
attention  to  the  great  excess  of  the  Esti- 
mate  for  the  House  of  Lords  over  that 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  On  that 
occasion,  he  had  ventured  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere),  who  was 
opposing  the  Vote,  to  withdraw  his 
amendment,  if  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  give  an  undertaking 
that  when  a  vacancy  arose,  the  suooessor 
to  the  office  should  not  receive  more 
than  the  amount  of  salary  that  would  be 
paid  in  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  replied  that 
he  would  undertake  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  that  the  subject  should  re- 
ceive consideration  in  the  spirit  in  which 
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lie  (Mr.  Childers)  had  suggested  it 
should  be  considered  ;  and  that  although 
he  could  not  undertake  absolutely  that 
when  yacancies  occurred,  the  salaries 
should  be  in  each  case  and  in  every 
respect  in  accordance  with  the  salaries  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  he  would  give 
an  engagement  that  full  inquiry  should 
be  made  with  a  view  to  the  salaries 
being  brought  down  to  the  amounts 
paid  in  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
(Mr.  Childers)  was  not  then  quite  satis- 
fied with  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and,  in  reply  to  his  further 
observations,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  would  undertake  to  open  nego- 
tiations with  the  other  House  with  a 
view  to  carry  out  this  arrangement  at 
once.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
now  told  the  Committee  that  he  had  had 
some  communication  with  his  Colleagues 
and  the  Prime  Minister  with  reference 
to  this  matter ;  but  he  would  point  out 
that  this  was  a  very  different  thing  from 
opening  negotiations  to  carry  out  the 
arrangement  at  once — namel}',  that  the 
officials  in  the  House  of  Lords  should  be 
put  on  the  same  footing  as  those  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, he  thought  the  Committee  must 
call  for  something  more  deGnite  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  matter 
was  an  important  one,  and  ought  not  to 
be  put  off.  In  his  opinion,  some  pressure 
should  be  used,  and  that  it  should  be 
shown  that  the  wish  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  this  affair  was  paramount. 
He  would,  therefore,  urgently  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  allow  this 
Vote  to  be  withdrawn  for  the  present, 
as  there  was  no  urgency  in  the  matter, 
in  order  that  a  Joint  Committee  of  the 
two  Houses  might  be  immediately  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  whole  question. 
If  necessary.  Votes  on  Account  could,  of 
course,  be  taken  ;  but  they  ought  not  to 
allow  this  very  important  matter  to  drag 
on.  It  was,  therefore,  important  that 
the  Joint  Committee  should  be  appointed 
to  go  into  the  matter. 

Mb.  \V.  H.  SMITH:  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Childers)  is  asking  rather  more  than 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  demand. 
The  discussion  to  which  he  refers,  took 
place  in  the  month  of  July  last  year, 
when,  under  the  circumstances  in  which 
we  were  placed,  it  was  almost  impossible 
to  get  together  an  adequate  Committee 
charged  with  these  duties  in  the  House 


of  Lords.  At  the  earliest  time  this  year, 
however,  the  Committee  met  to  consider 
the  question,  and  is  now  pursuing  its 
inquiries.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
aware  that  the  revision  of  salaries  which 
might  be  proposed  could  not,  in  justice, 
be  made  to  apply  to  the  present  year. 
What  we  wished  at  the  time  was,  that 
as  vacancies  occurred,  no  office  should 
be  filled  without  due  consideration, 
with  regard  to  the  engagement  made. 
Well,  Sir,  that  has  been  done.  The 
principle  has  been  acted  on  in  the  case 
of  the  office  of  Taxing  Master  to  the 
House  of  Lords  which  has  been  vacated. 
The  late  holder  of  the  Office  received 
£1,000  a-year,  and  the  Office  has  been 
filled  by  the  appointment  of  a  person  to 
perform  the  duties  at  £250  a-year  and 
two  clerks  at  £150  a-year  each,  the 
gross  payment  being  now  £550  in  lieu 
of  £  1 ,000  formerly  paid.  It  is  perfectly 
true  that  there  is  an  increase  in  the 
Vote,  of  this  amount,  as  the  Taxing 
Master's  fees  did  not  appear  at  all,  but 
as  the  fees  will  now  be  paid  into  the 
Exchequer,  there  will  be  a  saving  of 
£450  a-year  with  reference  to  this  Office. 
I  only  mention  this  by  way  of  evidence 
that  the  Treasurv  and  the  Government 
are  anxious  to  carry  out  the  engage- 
ment made,  that  it  is  being  carried  out, 
and  that  the  inquiry  is  of  a  searching 
character.  It  was  not  suggested  last 
year  that  the  inquiry  should  be  conducted 
by  a  Joint  Committee,  and  I  think  it 
only  reasonable  to  leave  it  to  the  House 
of  Lords  to  make  its  own  proposals  with 
regard  to  any  reduction  of  the  establish- 
ment that  may  be  considered  desirable. 
But  I  have  undertaken  now  to  consider 
whether  a  Joint  Committee  of  the  two 
Houses  can  sit  with  advantage.  I  am 
inclined  to  regard  the  proposal  with 
great  favour,  because  it  is  most  desirable 
that  there  should  be  agreement  between 
the  two  Houses  as  to  the  cost  of  their 
establishments.  The  present  inquiry 
has  already  proceeded  to  some  extent ; 
but  I  should  certainly  be  disposed  to 
press  upon  my  Colleagues  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  the  desirability  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Joint  Committee.  I  trust  I 
have  said  enough  to  satisfy  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  done  as 
much  as  they  could  reasonably  be 
expected  to  do  in  the  time  which  lias 
elapsed  to  fulfil  their  engagement.  We 
have  already  effected  an  economy  in  re- 
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year  after  year  in  its  present  condition. 
While  he  hoped  that  the  Treasury  would 
exercise  a  wise  check  upon  extravagance, 
he  was  bound  to  say  we  were  not  a 
nation  of  paupers,  and  that  if  we  did 
keep  up  establishments  in  this  country, 
those  establishments  ought  to  be  made 
to  present  a  decent  front  to  the  public. 
As  long  as  he  could  remember  South 
Kensington  there  had  been  a  hideous 
spectacle  of  an  unfinished  front.  Ho 
hoped  the  Government  would  either 
finish  the  Establishment  or  abandon  it. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  had  promised  the  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  South  Paddington 
the  Return  he  desired.  To  make  that 
Beturn  as  complete  as  possible,  he  sug- 
gested that  it  should  not  only  deal  with 
the  cost  of  buildings,  but  with  the  cost 
of  examples  from  the  foundation  of  the 
Museum,  and  with  the  value  of  the  gifts 
made  to  the  Museum  since  its  establish- 
ment. He  was  sure  that  the  country 
had  no  idea  of  the  value  of  the  Art 
treasures  which  the  Museum  possessed. 

Mr.  VV.  H.  smith  said,  he  would 
endeavour  to  prepare  the  Hetum  so  as 
to  do  full  justice  to  the  views  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  well  as  to  those 
of  the  noble  Lord.  lie  wished  to  allude 
to  one  observation  which  fell  from  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  London  (Sir  John  Lubbock). 
The  cost  of  the  proposed  addition  would 
be  about  £300,000.  That  was  the  cost 
arrived  at  by  a  very  elaborate  process  of 
arithmetic.  The  first  outlay  was  esti- 
mated to  be  £233,000.  The  experience 
he  had  had  in  dealing  with  figures 
was  that  the  outlay  was  absolutely  cer- 
tain to  bo  exceeded,  and  that  it  was 
very  doubtful  indeed  whether  economy 
could  be  effected  in  the  Estimate. 

Lord  EANDOLPII  OHUECniLL 
begged  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury 
not  to  mix  up  the  information  he  (Lord 
Kandolpb  Churchill)  required,  which 
Avas  valuable  information,  with  the  in- 
formation the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Mundella)  asked  for.  llow  could 
the  Government  give  an  estimate  of  the 
value  of  the  gifts  to  the  South  Kensing- 
ton Museum  ?  What  he  asked  for  was 
a  Eoturn  of  the  capital  outlay  on  bricks 
and  mortar  in  connection  with  South 
Kensington,  and  he  hoped  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  would  limit  the 
Betum  to  that  outlay.    If  the  right  hon. 

Sir  George  Campbell 


Gentleman    opposite    wished    to    have 
another  Eetum  he  could  move  for  it 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £8,940,  to  complete  the  sain  for 
British  Museum  Buildings. 

Colonel  DUNCAN  (Finsbury,  Hol- 
born)  said,  he  trusted  that  he  would  be 
in  Order  in  referring  to  the  question  of 
the  lighting  of  the  British  Museum  at 
night.  It  was  within  the  recollection  of 
many  hon.  Members  of  the  House  that 
last  year,  in  the  course  of  a  debate  upon 
this  question,  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  gave  an  assurance  that  the 
matter  should  have  his  full  considera- 
tion. He  (Colonel  Duncan)  could  not  find 
any  mention  in  the  Votes  of  the  light* 
ing  of  the  Museum  by  night.  It  was 
possible  that  this  might  be  owing  to  the 
uncertainty  of  everything  in  London  in 
consequence  of  the  introduction  of  the 
Local  Government  Bill ;  but  he  implored 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Government  not  to  forget  this  subject. 
There  were  many  people  in  London  who 
were  only  able  to  visit  the  British 
Museum  at  night.  Eepresenting,  as  he 
did,  the  district  in  which  the  Miuenm 
was  situated,  he  asked  the  House  to 
bear  in  mind  the  great  success  which 
had  attended  the  opening  of  Mosenms 
at  night  elsewhere,  and  reminded  the 
House  that  the  Trustees  of  the  British 
Museum  had  already  twice  recommended 
that  action  in  the  matter  should  be 
taken 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  his 
recollection  of  the  debate  of  last  year 
was  that  there  was  a  general  oonour- 
ronce  of  opinion  that  the  first  step  in 
reference  to  lighting  should  be  taken  at 
the  Natural  History  Museum.  That 
was  a  most  popular  Institution  for  the 
people  of  the  Metropolis,  and  he  be* 
lieved  that  if  it  were  lighted  up 
at  night  it  would  be  very  largely 
visited. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  the  Goyem- 
ment  undertook  last  year  to  consider 
this  question  very  carefully,  and  they 
obtained  an  estimate  of  the  cost  of  the 
plant  necessary  for  the  lighting  up  of 
the  Museum,  and  also  of  the  cost  of 
maintenance.  Unfortunately,  he  had 
not  got  the  Papers  with  him,  as  no  Notice 
was  given  that  this  question  would  be 
raised.  To  the  best  of  his  recolleotioni 
however,  it  was  estimated  that  the  plant 
itself    would    involve    an    outlay   of 


633 


Supply —  Civil 


{April  6,  18B8)  Service  Estimates, 


634 


£30,000,  and  that  the  cost  of  mainten- 
aace  would  amount  to  £7,000  a-year. 
That,  of  course,  referred  to  the  two 
Museums.  He  believed  that  the  cost  of 
maintenance  in  the  case  of  the  Natural 
History  Museum  would  bo  about  £3,000 
a-year.  •  They  had  careful  observations 
made  as  to  the  frequenters  of,  perhaps, 
the  more  attractive  Museum  at  South 
Kensington,  which  was  lighted  up  at 
night,  and  they  came  to  the  conclusion 
that  they  would  hardly  be  justified  in 
asking  the  House  of  Commons  to  incur 
60  large  an  original  outlay,  and  the 
annual  charge  which  would  be  involved. 
Of  course,  it  was  for  the  House  of 
Commons  to  say  whether  the  hands  of 
the  Government  should  be  forced  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind.  In  addition  to  a 
question  of  cost,  there  were  the  d augers 
incurred  in  connection  with  night  exhibi- 
tions in  London  to  be  considered.  These 
Collections  were  of  very  great  value;  in- 
deed, they  could  not  be  measured  simply 
by  money  value,  or  by  their  cost.  In 
many  cases  it  would  be  quite  impossible 
to  replace  the  exhibits  if,  by  any 
accident,  they  should  be  lost, 'and  acoi-  ] 
dents  were  more  likely  to  occur  at  night  [ 
than  in  the  day-time,  when  supervision 
was  more  easily  exercised.  The  Govern- 
ment took  counsel  with  those  who  were, 
next  to  themselves,  bound  to  care  for  these 
Collections,  and  the  view  the  Trustees 
held  was  that  they  would  hardly  be  justi- 
fied in  asking  the  Government  to  incur 
the  risk  of  lighting  up  the  Museums  at 
night.  Under  these  circumstances,  and 
having  given  the  matter  most  serious 
consideration,  with  the  fullest  possible 
desire  to  open  these  Collections  to  the 
largest  number  of  persons  who,  by  any 
possibility,  might  visit  them,  the  Govern- 
ment thought  they  would  not  be  justified 
in  putting  an  Estimate  on  the  Vote  for 
the  plant  required,  and  for  the  annual 
charge  which  would  be  involved. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
could  only  express  extreme  regret  at  the 
statement  of  the  First  Lord  ot  the  Trea- 
sury. He  confessed  that  he  was  as- 
tounded to  learn  that  the  cost  of  plant 
was  so  enormous.  He  should  have 
thought  that  with  the  advance  of  Science 
the  plant  would  not  have  been  so  tre- 
mendously expensive.  Certainly  the 
lighting  of  the  Natural  History  Museum 
at  night  was  not  open  to  as  much 
objection  as  the  lighting  of  the  British 
Museum.    The  exhibits  were  not  of  a 


very  inflammable  character,  and  if  they 
were  destroyed  they  could  be  replaced 
by  new  ones. 

Mil.  BROADHUEST  (Nottingham, 
W.)  said  it  was  unfortunate  that  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  had  not  the 
figures  of  the  estimate  with  him.  It 
appeared  t )  him  that  the  estimate  as  to 
the  cost  of  the  plant  was  far  in  excess  of 
what  it  ought  to  be;  and  he  was  at  a 
loss  to  understand  why  the  lighting  of 
the  British  Museum  at  night  should 
cost  £7,000  a-year. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH :  And  the  Natural 
History  Museum. 

Mr.  BROADHUEST  said,  that  in 
that  case  there  was  not  very  much  to 
complain  of.  It  was  an  intolerable 
thing  that  a  great  Institution  liko  the 
British  Museum  should  be  a  closed 
building  to  the  groat  mass  of  the  people 
of  London.  The  Museum  was  situated 
in  the  very  heart  of  the  Metropolis, 
within  easy  reach  of  hundreds  of  thou- 
sands of  the  working  people  of  London  ; 
and  it  was  now  practically  closed  to 
them,  except  on  holidays  and  times  when 
they  could  not  visit  it.  Most  people  did 
not  cease  work  until  6  or  7  o'clock,  and 
even  later,  and  if  Museums  were  kept 
open  until  a  reasonable  hour  at  night 
— say  10  o'clock — they  would  at  once  get 
rid  of  the  very  vexed  question,  on  which 
there  were  strong  opinions  on  both 
sides,  the  Sunday  opening  of  these  In- 
stitutions. He,  as  one  strongly  opposed 
to  the  opening  of  Museums  on  Sundays, 
felt  that  unless  they  were  prepared  to 
meet  the  people  by  throwing  these  In- 
stitutions open  in  the  evening,  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Sunday  opening  movement 
would  be  very  great.  As  to  the  danger 
attending  the  lighting  of  the  Museums 
at  night,  he  could  not  help  thinking  that 
it  was  much  exaggerated.  The  South 
Kensington  Museum  had  been  open  at 
night  for  a  number  of  years,  and,  so  far 
as  he  remembered,  there  had  never  been 
a  serious  accident  in  consequence.  He 
did  not  see  why  it  should  not  be  as 
easy  to  guard  against  accidents,  or  why 
accidents  would  be  more  likely  to  occur, 
at  the  British  Museum  and  in  the 
Natural  History  Museum  than  at  South 
Kensington. 

Mr.  ISAACS  (Newington,  Walworth) 
said,  that  last  year  there  was  something 
almost  amounting  to  a  promise  given  by 
the  Government  that  during  the  course 
of  the  financial  year  an  eflPort  would  be 
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made  to  see  whether  that  which  had 
been  so  long  desired  by  the  London 
public  could  not  be  granted.  He  could 
not  help  feeling  that  even  if  the  cost 
were  as  large  as  represented  by  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  this  country 
ought  not  to  hesitate  to  defray  it,  seeing 
that  thereby  an  opportunity  would  be 
afforded  to  the  working  and  toiling 
masses  of  the  Metropolis  to  visit  these 
two  groat  Museums.  He  was  disposed 
to  demur  to  the  observations  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  George  Campbell)  as  to  the 
desirability  of  first  of  all  lighting  up  at 
night  the  Natural  History  Museum, 
because  ho  took  it  that,  for  an  Institu- 
tion whose  object  was  to  educate  the 
people,  the  British  Museum  had  a  far 
larger  claim  on  their  attention  than  the 
Natural  History  Museum,  setting  aside 
for  the  moment  the  more  central  posi- 
tion of  the  older  Institution.  He  strongly 
urged  the  Government,  if  they  wished  to 
afford  an  opportunity  to  those  who  had 
but  few  opportunities  of  seeing  these 
great  National  Educational  Establish- 
ments, to  turn  their  attention  seriously  to 
the  subject. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £4,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Edinburgh  University  Buildings. 

(4.)  £17,626,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Diplomatic  and  and  Consular  Build- 
ings. 

(5.)  £14,145,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Harbours,  &c.  under  the  Board  of 
Trade. 

Mr.  AETHUR  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal, E.)  said,  he  desired  to  ask  the 
Minister  in  charge  of  the  Vote  to  state 
what  was  the  condition  of  the  works  in 
connection  with  Dover  Harbour  ? 

The  secretary  to  the  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
he  had  no  doubt  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  aware  of  the  answer  which 
was  given  yesterday  by  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  to  the  Question  put 
upon  this  subject.  It  would  be  within 
the  recollection  of  the  Committee  that 
last  year,  when  this  question  was  raised, 
it  was  promised  that  the  question  as  to 
further  expenditure  on  Dover  Har- 
bour should  be  considered.  The  ques* 
tion  hardly  arose  upon  this  Vote,  because, 
as  the  hon.  Member  knew,  Dover  Har- 
bour  was  rather  eonneoted  with    the 

Mr.  Isaacs 


building  of  the  convict  prison  there. 
Howeyer,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  the  Government  having  given  their 
most  serious  consideration  to  this  ques- 
tion, haying  gone  through  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  which  sat  on  the  ques- 
tion, and  eyen  haying  regard  to  the  very 
large  expenditure  which  had  been 
already  incurred  upon  the  convict  prison 
at  Dover,  had  come  to  the  concdurion 
that  the  cost  of  such  a  harbour  as  had 
been  suggested  would  be  so  enormoxis, 
and  that  the  advantage  was  so  doubtful, 
that  for  the  present,  at  any  rate,  they 
ought  not  to  ask  Parliament  to  vote  any 
more  money  in  respect  of  the  Harbour 
at  Dover. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(6.)  £9,530,  to  complete  the  snm  for 
Lighthouses  Abroad. 

(7.)  £29,180,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Peterhead  Harbour. 

(8.)  £148,848,  to  complete  the  snm 
for  Rates  on  Government  Property. 

(9.)  £7,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade. 

(10.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

<*  That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £163,302,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  warn 
necesBary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1889,  for  the  Ereotion, 
Kepairs,  and  Maintenance  of  several  Pablie 
Buildings  in  the  Department  of  the  C!ominis- 
sionors  of  Public  Works,  Ireland,  for  the  Main* 
tonance  of  certain  Parks,  Harbours,  and 
Navigations,  and  for  Repayments  to  Baroniei 
under  '  The  Tramways  and  Public  Companies 
(Ireland)  Act,  1883.' " 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOR  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  asked  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury,  whether  he  would  not  agree 
to  postpone  the  Vote  until  next  Monday, 
when  Members  from  Ireland  could  be 
in  their  places  ?  He  thought  it  unfair  to 
take  Votes  of  this  kind  in  the  absence  of 
Members  who  were  interested  in  them. 

Thb  first  lord  of  thb  TREA- 
SURY (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  (Strand, 
Westminster) :  There  is  no  Notice  of 
any  opposition  whatever  against  this 
Vote,  or  the  next.  If  there  had  been  the 
slightest  intimation  of  opposition,  I 
should  not  have  taken  them  to-night; 
but  the  hon.  Gentleman  may  be;^8ati8fied 
that  the  Report  will  not  be  taken  until 
the  time  he  has  named* 
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Me.  AETHUE  O'OONNOE  said,  lie 
rather  demurred  to  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  with  regard  to  the 
Notice  of  opposition  to  the  Vote,  because 
many  questions  might  arise  upon  them 
with  regard  to  which  Members  did  not 
feel  themselves  bound  to  give  Notice  on 
the  Paper.       However,   he  would  not 
press  that  point.     With  regard  to  the 
National  Education   Buildings,  he  be- 
lieved it  was  a  fact  that  the  Estimates 
of  previous  years  had  been  very  con- 
siderably   exceeded    by    the    National 
Education  Oommissionors  in  connection 
with    buildings    for    ordinary   schools. 
The  position  of  the  Treasury  and  the 
Board  of  Works  (Ireland)  and  the  Na- 
tional   Education    Commissioners    had 
been  recently  considered  ;  certain  resolu- 
tions had  been  adopted  ;  certain  regula- 
tions drawn  up  and  instructions  issued 
to    the    National    Education    Commis- 
sioners.    Those  instructions  would  limit 
the  powers  of  the  Commissioners  to  ad- 
vance money  for  building  schools  under 
the  Statute  now  in  force.      But  many 
managers  of  schools    had  undertaken 
liabilities  under  what   they  considered 
to  be  a  Parliamentary  guarantee,  and 
the    restrictions    imposed   would    very 
materially  embarrass  a  number  of  gentle- 
men who  had  no  reason  whatsoever  to 
suppose  that  the  powers  of  the  National 
Education  Commissioners  would  be  cur- 
tailed or  suspended.     That  was  the  first 
point  that  he  had  to  bring  before  the 
attention  of  the  Government.     His  next 
point   was  connected  with  the  Ulster 
Canal.     Last  year  the  Canal  figured  for 
the  sum  of  £705.     The  Canal  was  in  the 
hands   of  the    Government;   it  was   a 
security  which  they  had  taken,  and  it 
had  constituted  a  heavy  charge  on  the 
Exchequer  for  many  years.     The  Go- 
vernment had  tried  from  time  to  time 
to  get  rid  of  it ;  but  the  terms  offered 
by  the  parties  were  so  onerous  and  un- 
reasonable that  the  House  had  refused 
to  entertain  them.  Thesumnow  proposed 
in  aid  of  the  Ulster  Canal  was,  that  year, 
£1,500,  and  there  was  no  explanation 
whatever  of  the  increase.     He  should 
be  glad  to  receive  some  information  from 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  on  this 
subject.     Then,  on  page  83,  there  was 
the  sum  of  £5,000  on  account  of  repay- 
ment of  the  balance  under  the  Tramways 
and  Public  Companies  (Ireland)  Act  of 
1883.       He  believed  the  Government 
were  able  to  advance  the  sum  of  £40,000 


a-year,  at  the  rate  of  2  per  oent  on  the 
amount  of  capital  invested,  where  the 
guarantee  of  the  barony  had  been  given 
and  had  been  discharged  by  payment 
of  a  percentage  of  the  guaranteed  divi- 
dends. He  asked  what  were  the  baronies 
which  had  made  payment,  and  what 
were  the  Companies  to  whom  payment 
had  been  made,  and  also  the  amounts 
paid? 

The  SEOEETARY  to  the  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
that  the  relation  between  the  Treasury 
and  the  Board  of  Works  and  the  Na- 
tional Education  Commissioners inDublin 
had  been  very  correctly  stated  by  the 
hon.  Member  as  having  recently  under- 
gone considerable  revision.  As  he  had 
explained  to  the  House  on  a  previous 
occasion,  it  had  come  to  the  knowledge 
of  the  Treasury  that  the  grants  approved 
by  the  National  Education  Commis- 
sioners had  largely  exceeded  tho  pro- 
vision made  by  Parliament,  and  it  was 
necessary  that  some  arrangement  should 
be  come  to  by  which  effective  control 
should  be  exercised  over  those  grants, 
and  particularly  with  regard  to  the 
point  of  Supplementary  Estimates.  It 
had  been  his  duty  to  put  matters  in 
such  a  form  that  there  should  be  effec- 
tive financial  control,  and  that  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  should,  if  possible, 
be  avoided,  at  tho  same  time  without 
disregarding  what,  at  present  at  all 
events,  he  considered  to  be  the  obligation 
of  the  Government,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  keep  to  the  grants  which  had  already 
been  approved.  Although  he  had  not 
yet  received  figures  which  would  enable 
him  to  give  particular  information  to  the 
Committee,  yet  he  was  having  a  state- 
ment prepared  which  would  show  in 
detail  the  amount  of  expenditure  upon 
every  school  for  which  a  g^ant  had  been 
sanctioned,  and  which  was  likely  to 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
current  financial  year  and  during  sub- 
sequent years.  He  hoped  that  when  he 
received  those  figures  it  would  be  found 
that  the  £40,000  in  the  Estimates  for 
this  year  might  be,  if  not  entirely  ade- 
quate to  meet  the  actual  requirements, 
at  all  events  so  nearly  adequate  that 
no  Supplementary  Estimates  would  be 
necessary,  and  no  serious  inconvenience 
would  happen  in  the  case  of  schools  in 
process  of  building.  The  sum  of  £40,000 
a-year  for  the  next  three  years  ought^ 
in  his  opinion,  to  meet  the  full  require. 
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ments  of  the  case.  With  regard  to  the 
Ulster  Canaly  the  cost  of  its  maintenance 
had  been  in  recent  years,  upon  the 
average,  about  £1,100.  It  often  hap- 
pened, of  course,  that  the  expenditure 
was  more  in  one  year  than  another, 
according  to  the  amount  of  work  under- 
taken, and  repairs  necessary  in  particu- 
lar years.  With  regard  to  the  pay- 
ments by  baronies  under  the  Tramways 
and  Public  Companies  (Ireland)  Act,  he 
need  not  remind  the  Committee  that 
Parliament  had,  on  former  occasions, 
passed  Acts  which  imposed  upon  the 
Exchequer  certain  charges  with  regard 
to  tramways  made  under  certain  Statutes 
if  they  did  not  earn  sufRcient  money  to 
meet  the  interest  guaranteed.  lie  did 
not  wish  to  take  a  gloomy  view  of  the 
matter ;  but  he  was  afraid  that  some  of 
the  tramways  sanctioned,  like  railways 
similarly  sanctioned,  would  not,  for 
some  time  at  least,  earn  sufficient  to 
pay  the  guaranteed  interest,  and  that  a 
larger  sum  than  was  asked  for  this 
year  might  be  found  necessary  to  meet 
the  deficiency  which  might  arise.  The 
sum  in  the  present  Estimate  had  been 
arrived  at  on  careful  inquiry  in  each 
case.  He  had  a  list  of  the  amounts 
likely  to  be  earned  and  expended,  and 
of  the  amount  of  charge  likely  to  come 
upon  the  Exchequer.  He  was  not  able 
to  furnish  the  names  of  the  baronies  at 
that  moment ;  but  he  could  give  the 
hon.  Member  the  names  of  the  Com- 
panies. The  total  amount  of  increase 
was  £9,000,  and,  therefore,  in  taking 
£5,000,  the  Government  had  made  pro- 
vision for  very  little  more  than  half. 

Mr.  ARTHUK  O'CONNOK  said, 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  told 
the  Committee  little  beyond  the  fact 
that,  although  £700  a-year  had  been 
taken  for  some  years  on  account  of  the 
Canal,  that  amount  had  always  been  ex- 
ceeded. This  was  one  of  the  things 
which  made  proceedings  in  that 
House  So  unsatisfactory.  The  Estimates 
wore  really  no  check  upon  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  Government,  and  had  never 
been  a  check  upon  the  Board  of  Works 
in  Ireland.  The  Ulster  Canal  was  a 
bad  bargain,  and,  in  his  opinion,  every 
sovereign  spent  upon  it,  so  far  as  the 
public  interest  was  conoerned,  had  been 
practically  thrown  away.  An  Estimate 
was  now  brought  forward  exceeding  by 
more  than  100  per  cent  what  had  been 
asked  for  in  former  years. 

Mr,  Jaehon 


Mr.  JACKSON  said,  that  what  he 
had  stated  was  that  the  average  ex- 
penditure amounted  to  £1,100,  although 
that  amount  was  sometimes  exceeded. 
He  had  explained  to  the  Committee  that 
last  year  £705  was  taken,  because  it  was 
not  anticipated  that  this  amount  would 
be  exceeded ;  but  it  was  found  that  a 
larger  expenditure  would  be  necessary 
this  year,  and  accordingly  £1,500  had 
been  taken.  He  did  not  mean  to  con- 
vey that  the  expenditure  in  previous 
years  had  exceeded  the  Estimates,  but 
only  that  the  expenditure  varied  from 
year  to  year. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
had  no  wish  to  misrepresent  the  hon. 
Gentleman.  The  Caual  did  not  pay  even 
the  wages  of  the  lock-keepers,  and  there 
was  no  justification  for  spending  upon 
it  an  annually  increasing  sum.  The 
Government  would,  in  his  opinion,  do 
well  to  wash  their  hands  of  it.  It  was 
a  bad  security,  and  he  must  certainly 
protest  against  the  present  increase  by 
moving  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the 
sum  of  £400,  which  would  bring  down 
the  amount  to  what  had  been  found 
sufficient  for  several  years. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £162,902, 
be  granted  for  the  said  Service." — (1/r. 
Arthur  0^  Connor,) 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  could  hardly 
state  with  what  pleasure  ne  had  h'stened 
to  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
Every  year,  for  the  last  five  or  six  years, 
the  Government  had  been  endeavouring 
to  carry  a  Bill  for  the  purpose  of  effect- 
ing that  which  the  hon.  Member  sag- 
gested — namely,  to  get  rid  of  this  annual 
charge.  Such  a  Bill  was  introduced 
last  year,  but  they  had  been  unable  to 
obtain  opportunities  for  passing  it.  He 
was  extremely  anxious  to  get  rid  of  the 
Canal,  and  agreed  with  every  word 
which  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member 
with  respect  to  the  bad  bargain  which 
the  Government  had  made,  and  which 
they  were  most  desirous  of  parting  with. 
He  would  not  say  why  they  had  been 
unable  to  succeed.  The  hon.  Member 
was  probably  aware  that  there  was 
before  Parliament  at  that  time  a  Bill 
promoted  by  the  Lagan  Navigation 
Company  seeking  powers  to  take  over 
the  Canal.  He  hoped  that  Bill  would 
become  law  during  the  present  Session, 
and  then  the  Qovemment  would  have 
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an  opportunity  of  getting  rid  of  this 
annual  charge  of  about  £  1, 100  a-year, 
and  at  the  same  time  of  acoomplishing 
some  good  for  several  districts  in  Ireland, 
by  opening  up  communication  from 
Belfast  to  the  other  side  of  the  country 
as  a  means  of  cheapening  freights,  carry- 
ing coals,  and  competing  with  as  well 
as  keeping  the  railways  in  order.  He 
therefore  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  press  his  Motion,  but  that  he  would 
assist  the  Government  in  passing  the 
Bill  to  which  he  had  referred. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
was  perfectly  well  acquainted  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  brought  in  year 
after  year  to  enable  the  Government  to 
get  rid  of  this  Canal.  He  had  always, 
however,  looked  upon  the  proposed  ar- 
rangement as  a  job,  and  had  therefore 
opposed  the  Bill.  The  Government  had, 
year  after  year,  submitted  the  proposal 
that  the  Canal  should  be  handed  over  to 
the  Lagan  Navigation  Company,  with 
the  condition  that  the  Company  should 
be  paid  £10,000  by  way  of  a  douceur. 
If  the  Canal  was  of  any  use  to  the  Com- 
pany, by  all  means  let  them  have  it,  but 
why,  he  asked,  should  they  receive 
£10,000  as  well.  The  Company  having 
at  first  asked  £10,000,  on  finding  that 
that  was  opposed,  moderated  their  terms, 
but  they  still  wanted  a  considerable  sum. 
The  amount  which  the  Committco  wore 
now  asked  to  vote  was  probably  in- 
tended to  put  the  Canal  in  as  good  a 
condition  as  was  possible  for  the  Lagan 
Navigation  Company.  The  Government 
could  get  rid  of  the  Canal  by  a  stroke 
of  the  pen,  and  he  did  not  see  why  this 
further  expenditure  should  be  incurred. 
He  could  inform  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  idea  of  a  canal  between  Belfast 
and  the  Shannon  was  simply  moon- 
shine. There  was  no  water  to  float  a 
boat  in  some  parts,  and  the  idea  of  com- 
munication described  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  altogether  chimerical.  As 
his  contention  was  that  the  Government 
could  get  rid  of  the  Canal  and  wipe  this 
item  off  the  Estimates,  he  felt  it  his 
duty  to  press  his  Motion  to  a  Division. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  46; 
Noes    93 :    Majority    47. — (Div.    List, 

No.  58.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 
Mr.     EDWARD     HARRINGTON 
(Kerry,  W.)  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 

VOL.  COOXXIY.    [third  series.] 


for  Ireland,  whether  it  was  the  practice 
to  establish  police  barracks  in  the  huts 
of  evicted  tenants,  and  whether  a  rent 
of  three  times  the  tenant's  rent  was  paid 
for  them  ?  He  pointed  out  that  this 
practice  led  to  an  injustice  in  the  case 
of  tenants  who  were  resisting  the  extor 
tionate  demands  of  landlords,  because 
the  Government  paid  the  landlord  a 
higher  rent  than  he  before  obtained^ 
He  knew  of  one  case  in  which  three 
times  the  original  rent  of  £15  had  been 
paid  to  the  landlord  under  the  circum- 
stances he  had  referred  to.  The  Con- 
stabulary in  Ireland  were  already 
sufficiently  unpopular  ;  but  he  looked 
upon  this  as  the  most  odious  use  to 
which  they  could  be  put — namely,  that 
of  placing  them  in  the  hovels  of  evicted 
tenants. 

The  chairman  said,  he  must  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  his  remarks 
had  no  reference  to  the  present  Vote. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  would  have  an 
opportunity  of  referring  to  this  subject 
when  the  Votes  of  Class  III.  were 
re8.oheQ 

Mr.  NOLAN  (Louth,  N.)  said,  he 
joined  in  the  protest  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  East  Donegal  (Mr.  Arthur  O'Connor) 
against  the  Government  taking  this 
Vote  in  the  absence  of  Irish  Members, 
and  if  there  was  one  circumstance  more 
than  another  to  which  Irish  Members 
would  be  likely  to  take  exception,  it  was 
that  the  Vote  provided  for  the  main- 
tenance of  police  in  barracks.  He  found 
various  sums  charged  for  police  barracks 
at  Belfast,  Roscommon,  and  Carlow,  and 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  in  his  opinion 
all  this  money  had  been  very  badly 
expended.  There  were  already  too 
many  barracks  in  Ireland.  His  atten- 
tion  had  been  directed  the  other  day  to 
the  fact  that  in  one  town  in  Scotland, 
where  there  was  a  population  of  35,000, 
the  number  of  policemen  did  not  exceed 
18.  Let  the  Committee  compare  that 
with  a  town  in  Ireland  of  3,000  in- 
habitants, in  which  there  were  two  police 
barracks,  one  at  either  end  of  the  town, 
in  each  of  which  15  or  20  policemen 
were  stationed.  He  asked  whether  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
continue  to  spend  the  money  of  the  tax- 
payers on  the  erection  of  police  barracks 
in  view  of  the  time  which  he  believed 
was  fast  approaching  when  all  these 
police  arrangements  in  Ireland  would 
be  done  away  with  ? 
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coived  £2,500,  and  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  in  the  ITouso  of  Lords  re- 
ceived the  same  salary,  yet  20  minutes 
or  lialf-an-liour  was  the  average  length 
of  a  sitting  of  the  House  of  Lords,  tak- 
ing one  sitting  with  another  throughout 
the  year.  The  Counsel  to  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  received  £1,500  per  an- 
num ;  tho  Examiner  of  Standing  Orders 
£900;  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliament 
£2,500,  in  addition  to  £500  as  an  allow- 
ance for  a  house ;  the  Clerk  Assistant 
£1,800 ;  the  Reading  Clerk  £1,200  ;  the 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  Parliament  Office 
£1,200;  the  Senior  Clerk  £1,000;  the 
other  Senior  Clerks  £1,000  each.  He 
presumed  that  some  of  these  gentlemen 
belonged  to  that  mysterious  body  of 
gentlemen  whose  work  it  was  to  say 
^^  La  Heine  le  veut  "  when  the  Royal 
Assent  was  given  to  Bills.  Among  other 
ornamental  officials  was  Black  Rod,  an 
officer  who  received  £2,000  a-year  and 
also  received  emoluments  as  Admiral  on 
the  Retired  List,  in  addition  to  fees 
which  he  received  for  his  own  use  as  an 
officer  of  the  Garter.  He  thought  this 
gentleman  must  be  a  happy  man  to  have 
80  many  official  salaries  to  draw  at  the 
expense  of  the  taxpayers  of  the  country  ; 
while  his  only  duty  was  to  take  part  in 
the  piece  of  periodical  tomfoolery  of 
knocking  at  the  door  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  summoning  the  Speaker 
to  attend  tho  House  of  Lords,  and  to 
give  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
leave  to  take  ladies  and  gentlemen  into 
the  other  House.  Then  there  was  the 
Yeoman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod,  who 
received  £1,000,  and  the  principal  Door- 
keeper, who  received  £600  for  discharg- 
ing duties  which  any  ordinary  porter 
could  be  found  to  perform  for  25«.  a- 
week.  Then  there  was  a  further  array 
of  Assistant  Messengers  and  Porters 
who  received  £2,225  between  them,  and 
tliere  was  a  Librarian  who  received 
£810.  Tho  duties  of  this  gentleman 
must  be  very  light ;  because  ho  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  was  satisfied  that  not  one 
Peer  in  a  dozen  ever  read  a  book  in  the 
Library  of  the  House  of  Lords  or  else- 
where. This  gentleman,  however,  had 
the  aid  of  an  Assistant  Librarian  with 
the  salary  of  £439.  He  would  not 
pursue  the  subject  further  than  to  say 
that  the  Estimates  of  the  House  of  Lords 
were  a  perfect  scandal,  and  ho  was  not 
at  all  surprised  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South   Paddington  (Lord 

Mr.  T.  P.  ff  Connor 


Randolph  Churchill)  had  risen  to  protest 
against  them.  As  be  would  not  be  in 
Order  in  moving  the  postponement  of 
this  Vote,  he  should  propose  its  re- 
duction by  the  sum  of  £  1,000,  part  of  the 
salary  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''  That  Item  B,  £5,000,— Department  of  tho 
(^hairman  of  tho  Committees  of  tho  Houae  of 
Lords, — bo  reduced  by  the  sum  of  £1,000."— 
{Mr,  T.  P.  O'Conmr.) 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.) 
said,  he  did  not  think  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  had  a  clear  recollection  of  what 
passed  last  year  on  this  Vote.  The 
salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  Honse  of 
Lords  were  then  discussed  at  leng^  on 
a  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  In  the 
course  of  that  discussion  he  (Mr. 
Childers)  had  called  the  attention  of  the 
I  House  to  the  discrepancy  between  the 
salaries  of  the  officials  of  the  two 
Houses. 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  he  wonld 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Motion  before  the  Committee 
was  for  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  in 
respect  of  a  single  item,  and  that  this 
should  be  disposed  of  before  the  sub- 
ject referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  dealt  with. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOK  said,  he  was 
quite  willing  to  withdraw  his  Motion  in 
order  to  allow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  proceed. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  childers  said,  on  the  occasion 
referred  to  it  was  his  duty  to  take  part 
in  the  debate,  and  he  had  called  especial 
attention  to  the  great  excess  of  the  Esti- 
mate for  the  House  of  Lords  oyer  that 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  On  that 
occasion,  he  had  ventured  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere),  who  was 
opposing  the  Vote,  to  withdraw  his 
amendment,  if  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  give  an  undertaking 
that  when  a  vacancy  arose,  the  successor 
to  the  office  should  not  receive  more 
than  the  amount  of  salary  that  would  be 
paid  in  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  replied  that 
he  would  undertake  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  that  the  subject  should  re- 
ceive consideration  in  the  spirit  in  which 
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lie  (Mr.  Childers)  had  suggested  it 
should  be  considered  ;  and  that  although 
he  could  not  undertake  absolutely  that 
Tvhen  vacancies  occurred,  the  salaries 
should  be  in  each  case  and  in  every 
respect  in  accordance  with  the  salaries  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  he  would  give 
an  engagement  that  full  inquiry  should 
be  made  with  a  view  to  the  salaries 
being  brought  down  to  the  amounts 
paid  in  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
(Mr.  Childers)  was  not  then  quite  satis- 
fied with  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and,  in  reply  to  his  further 
observations,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  would  undertake  to  open  nego- 
tiations with  the  other  House  with  a 
view  to  carry  out  this  arrangement  at 
once.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
now  told  the  Committee  that  he  had  had 
some  communication  with  his  Colleagues 
and  the  Prime  Minister  with  reference 
to  this  matter ;  but  he  would  point  out 
that  this  was  a  very  difiPerent  thing  from 
opening  negotiations  to  carry  out  the 
arrangement  at  once — namely,  that  the 
officials  in  the  House  of  Lords  should  be 
put  on  the  same  footing  as  those  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, he  thought  the  Committee  must 
call  for  something  more  deQnite  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  matter 
was  an  important  one,  and  ought  not  to 
be  put  off.  In  his  opinion,  some  pressure 
should  be  used,  and  that  it  should  be 
shown  that  the  wish  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  this  affair  was  paramount. 
He  would,  therefore,  urgently  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  allow  this 
Vote  to  be  withdrawn  for  the  present, 
as  there  was  no  urgency  in  the  matter, 
in  order  that  a  Joint  Committee  of  the 
two  Houses  might  be  immediately  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  whole  question. 
If  necessary.  Votes  on  Account  could,  of 
course,  be  taken  ;  but  they  ought  not  to 
allow  this  very  important  matter  to  drag 
on.  It  was,  therefore,  important  that 
the  Joint  Committee  should  be  appointed 
to  go  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Childers)  is  asking  rather  more  than 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  demand. 
The  discussion  to  which  he  refers,  took 
place  in  the  month  of  July  last  year, 
when,  under  the  circumstances  in  which 
we  were  placed,  it  was  almost  impossible 
to  get  together  an  adequate  Committee 
charged  with  these  duties  in  the  House 


of  Lords.  At  the  earliest  time  this  year, 
however,  the  Committee  met  to  consider 
the  question,  and  is  now  pursuing  its 
inquiries.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
aware  that  the  revision  of  salaries  which 
might  be  proposed  could  not,  in  justice, 
be  made  to  apply  to  the  present  year. 
What  we  wished  at  the  time  was,  that 
as  vacancies  occurred,  no  office  should 
be  filled  without  due  consideration, 
with  regard  to  the  engagement  made. 
Well,  Sir,  that  has  been  done.  The 
principle  has  been  acted  on  in  the  case 
of  the  office  of  Taxing  Master  to  the 
House  of  Lords  which  has  been  vacated. 
The  late  holder  of  the  Office  received 
£1,000  a-year,  and  the  Office  has  been 
filled  by  the  appointment  of  a  person  to 
perform  the  duties  at  £250  a-year  and 
two  clerks  at  £150  a-year  each,  the 
gross  payment  being  now  £550  in  lieu 
of  £  1 ,000  formerly  paid.  It  is  perfectly 
true  that  there  is  an  increase  in  the 
Vote,  of  this  amount,  as  the  Taxing 
Master's  fees  did  not  appear  at  all,  but 
as  the  fees  will  now  be  paid  into  the 
Exchequer,  there  will  be  a  saving  of 
£450  a-year  with  reference  to  this  Office. 
I  only  mention  this  by  way  of  evidence 
that  the  Treasury  and  the  Government 
are  anxious  to  carry  out  the  engage- 
ment made,  that  it  is  being  carried  out, 
and  that  the  inquiry  is  of  a  searching 
character.  It  was  not  suggested  last 
year  that  the  inquiry  should  be  conducted 
by  a  Joint  Committee,  and  I  think  it 
only  reasonable  to  leave  it  to  the  House 
of  Lords  to  make  its  own  proposals  with 
regard  to  any  reduction  of  the  establish- 
ment that  may  be  considered  desirable. 
But  I  have  undertaken  now  to  consider 
whether  a  Joint  Committee  of  the  two 
Houses  can  sit  with  advantage.  I  am 
inclined  to  regard  the  proposal  with 
great  favour,  because  it  is  most  desirable 
that  there  should  be  agreement  between 
the  two  Houses  as  to  the  cost  of  their 
establishments.  The  present  inquiry 
has  already  proceeded  to  some  extent ; 
but  I  should  certainly  be  disposed  to 
press  upon  my  Colleagues  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  the  desirability  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Joint  Committee.  I  trust  I 
have  said  enough  to  satisfy  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  done  as 
much  as  they  could  reasonably  be 
expected  to  do  in  the  time  which  lias 
elapsed  to  fulfil  their  engagement.  We 
have  already  effected  an  economy  in  re- 
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epcct  of  ono  Office  alono,  and  the  Com- 
mittee raay  be  assured  that  steps  will 
be  taken  in  the  direction  of  further 
economy  as  vacancies  arise. 

Loud  RANDOLPH  CHURCHILL 
said,  he  thought  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  quite  satisfactory. 
It  would  be  hardly  possible  for  the  Go- 
vernment to  withdraw  the  Vote,  as  it 
would  appear  like  a  refusal  of  the 
House  of  Commons  to  pay  the  salaries 
of  the  present  year.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Childers)  opposite 
would  see  that  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Vote  under  the  circumstances  could  not 
take  place  without  great  disrespect 
being  shown  to  the  other  House,  and  he 
would  go  further,  and  say  that  had  he 
known  that  the  pledge  given  by  the 
Government  last  year  had  been  carried 
out  as  it  now  appeared  to  have 
been,  he  should  have  abstained 
from  the  remarks  he  had  made. 
Ho  agreed  that  it  was  impossible 
that  an  inquiry  could  havo  been  con- 
ducted in  the  short  space  of  time — 
barely  one  month — that  remained  of 
last  Session ;  and  it  would  not  have  been 
easy  to  get  together  an  authoritative 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords  to  sit 
through  the  months  of  August  and 
September.  They  had  heard  that  the 
Committee  had  made  great  progress. 
He  did  not  know  how  it  was  composed ; 
but  they  might  expect  that  it  would 
make  its  Report  before  long,  that  it 
would  be  in  the  direction  of  economy 
and  that  it  would  be  communicated  to 
that  House.  He  therefore  hoped  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  bring  into 
this  discussion  no  unnecessary  heat  or 
accusations,  but  be  satisBed  with  the 
pjoneral  assurance  which  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  been  able  to  give  with  re- 
gard to  the  steps  to  be  taken  for  the 
solution  of  the  question.  There  seemed 
to  bo  a  general  agreement  between  both 
sides,  that  steps  should  be  taken  to  re- 
view the  Establishment  of  both  Houses, 
and  he  had  a  distinct  recollection  that 
in  the  Autumn  Session  of  1886,  when 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  ;^he  had 
proposed  that  there  should  be  a  Joint 
Committee  appointed ;  and  that  this 
proposal  was  accepted  by  his  Colleagues 
at  the  time.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  had  urged  that  the  salaries  in 
the  House  of  Lords  should  be  reduced 
to  the  level  of  those  in  the  House  of 
Commons;  but  that,  in  his  opinion,  would 

i/r.  JF.  H.  Smith 


not  be  at  all  adequate.  It  was  most 
desirable  that  there  should  be  a  Joint 
Committee ;  because,  otherwise,  either 
House  would  be  indisposed  to  make  its 
salaries  lower.  If  they  appointed  a 
Joint  Committee  the  Members  of  both 
Houses  would  come  together,  and  the 
whole  subject, having  regard  to  the  work 
to  be  performed,  would  be  threshed  out, 
and  a  better  result  would  follow.  He 
believed  that  a  considerable  reduction 
would  take  place  in  respect  of  the 
Establishments  of  both  Houses  when 
the  subject  had  been  thoroughly  ex- 
amined in  the  way  suggested,  by  a 
Committee  empowered  to  take  evidence 
as  to  hours,  labour,  and  remuneration 
of  the  officials.  He  felt  confident  that 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  would 
press  this  question  upon  his  Colleagues 
and  that  no  unreasonable  delay  would 
take  place,  so  that  when  the  next  Ses- 
sion came  round,  the  two  Houses  would 
be  in  possession  of  fuller  information  on 
the  subject  of  their  respective  expendi- 
tures. 

Mr.  CHILDERS:  After  the  expla- 
nation given  by  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  I  may  be  permitted  to  say 
that  I  am  satisfied  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  act  in  the  .spirit  of 
the  pledge  which  he  made  last  year. 
I  was  not  aware  of  the  alteration 
which  has  been  made  in  the  case  of  the 
successor  of  the  late  Taxing  Master  of 
the  House  of  Lords.  I  was  under  the 
impression  that  there  had  been  too  great 
delay,  but  I  am  now  satisfied  that  this 
is  not  the  case,  and  therefore  agree  with 
the  noble  Lord  that  we  ought  not  to 
postpone  the  Vote.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  will  undertake  that  a  Joint 
Committee  shall  be  shortly  appointed,  I 
think  the  object  I  had  in  view  will  be 
obtained. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he 
should  like  to  hear  from  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasurv  the  names  of  the  Mem- 
bers  of  the  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Lords  and  how  often  the  Committee  had 
met. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  should  be 
glad  to  give  the  hon.  Member  the  in- 
formation asked  for  if  I  had  it,  but  at 
this  moment  I  do  not  know  the  names  of 
the  Members  of  the  Committee.  I  have 
stated  to  the  Committee  all  the  informa- 
tion received  from  the  Prime  Minister 
to-day,  and  also  the  information  con- 
veyed to  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
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by  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliaments.  With 
regard  to  the  sittings  of  the  Committee, 
it  has  met  more  than  once,  and  I  know 
that  considerable  progress  has  been 
made  in  the  direction  of  economy.  That 
I  say  on  my  responsibility  in  this  House, 
and  with  it  I  trust  the  hon.  Member  will 
be  satisfied.  I  am  personally  in  favour 
of  a  Joint  Committee  being  appointed, 
and  I  hope  it  will  bo  possible  to  arrange 
that  such  a  Committee  shall  take  this 
matter  into  consideration ;  but  I  must 
of  course  confer  with  my  Colleagues  and 
the  Prime  Minister  on  the  subject  before 
giving  an  undertaking  that  the  Com- 
mittee will  be  appointed. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA.  (Sheffield,  Bright- 
side) :  Am  I  to  understand  that  the 
Committee  of  the  Black  Rod  Depart- 
ment is  consideriDg  the  whole  expendi- 
ture voted  by  this  House. 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  asked,  whether 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  any 
information  as  to  the  number  of  times 
the  Committee  had  sat  ?  Was  it  correct 
to  say  that  the  Committee  had  only  met 
once  ?  Because,  if  so,  how  was  it  possible 
to  say  that  considerable  progress  had 
been  made  ? 

The  SECEETARY  to  tue  TEEA- 
SUEY  (Mr.  Jackson)  (Leeds,  N.)  said, 
there  was  considerable  difficulty  in  giving 
particular  information  on  this  subject, 
and  the  question  with  regard  to  how 
many  times  the  Committee  had  met 
formally  was  one  which  ho  was  unable 
to  answer.  But  he  was  able  to  assure 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  investigation 
which  was  being  made  was  most  thorough, 
and  reached  throughout  the  whole  ex- 
penditure of  tho  House  of  Lords.  From 
the  information  given  that  day  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  there  had 
been  a  very  searching  inquiry,  and  that 
the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  were 
approaching  a  point  at  which  they  would 
be  able  to  report  the  result  of  their  in- 
vestigations. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  asked,  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  communicate  the  Ee- 
port  to  that  House  ? 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  was  unable 
to  answer  that  question  until  the  Com- 
mittee had  reported  to  its  own  House. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  asked,  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  the  names 
of  the  Committee,  and  the  number  of 
times  it  had  met  by  the  time  tho  Eeport 
of  the  Vote  was  taken. 


Mr.  JACKSON  said,  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  saying  that  he  would  inquire 
whether  there  was  any  objection  to  that 
proposal.  As  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  was  perfectly  willing  to  do  so. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOE  said,  he  would 
put  the  question  again  on  Monday. 

Mr.  AETHUE  O'CONNOE  (Done- 
gal,  E.)  said,  ho  thought  it  would  be 
exceedingly  unfair  to  press  tho  Financial 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  any  further 
on  this  matter.  He  desired  to  ask  the 
hon.  Gentleman  if  he  could  give  an  ex- 
planation of  the  system  under  which 
officials  of  the  House  of  Lords  were 
placed  on  the  retired  list.  There  was  in 
the  House  of  Lords  an  anomalous  insti- 
tution called  the  Fee  Fund.  A  sum  of 
money  was  invested,  and  the  interest, 
together  with  fees  on  judicial  proceed- 
ings, Private  Bills,  and  the  taxation  of 
costs,  was  paid  into  the  fund,  while,  on 
the  other  hand,  various  sums  were  written 
off;  one  was  paid  into  the  Exchequer, 
another  went  as  remuneration  to  those 
concerned  in  the  taxation  of  costs,  and  a 
third  sum  was  applied  for  superannua- 
tion allowances  to  certain  officers  of  the 
House  of  Lords.  It  was  with  regard  to 
the  last  item  that  he  desired  informa- 
tion, and  he  asked  what  was  tho  autho- 
rity which  decided  upon  the  retiring  and 
pensioning  of  the  officers  of  the  House 
of  Lords  ?  Who  was  it  that  decided 
when  money  was  to  be  drawn  from  the 
Fee  Fund  for  superannuation  allow- 
ances ;  and  what  was  the  authority  which 
sanctioned  the  grant  which  was  annually 
made  from  the  Exchequer,  extra  receipts 
in  respect  of  the  Fee  Fund  in  aid  of  the 
retiring  allowances  ?  All  these  things 
were  so  mixed  up  as  to  be  perfectly  un- 
intelligible ;  he  defied  anyone  thoroughly 
to  understand  from  the  Paper  the  sys- 
tem on  which  the  retiring  allowances  to 
tho  officers  of  the  House  of  Lords  were 
regulated.  He  hoped  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  would  be  able  to  impart 
some  information  on  this  subject,  which 
he  assured  him  could  be  done  without 
any  breach  of  confidence. 

Mr.  JACKSON  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  aware  that  there  was  a  sum  at 
the  disposal  of  the  House  of  Lords,  the 
result  of  the  accumulation  of  fees  re- 
ceived. This  fund,  which  amounted  to 
about  £43,000,  is  invested,  and  the  defi- 
ciency of  interest  supplemented  to  the 
extent  which  might  be  necessary  for  the 
payment  of  theso  pensions.      It   was 
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ceived  £2,500,  and  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  in  the  ITouso  of  Lords  re- 
ceived the  same  salary,  yet  20  minutes 
or  half-au-hour  was  the  average  length 
of  a  sitting  of  the  House  of  Lords,  tak- 
ing one  sitting  with  another  throughout 
the  year.  The  Counsel  to  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  received  £1,500  per  an- 
num ;  tho  Examiner  of  Standing  Orders 
£900;  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliament 
£2,500,  in  addition  to  £500  as  an  allow- 
ance for  a  house ;  the  Clerk  Assistant 
£1,800  ;  the  Reading  Clerk  £1,200  ;  the 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  Parliament  Office 
£1,200;  the  Senior  Clerk  £1,000;  the 
other  Senior  Clerks  £1.000  each.  He 
presumed  that  some  of  these  gentlemen 
belonged  to  that  mysterious  body  of 
gentlemen  whose  work  it  was  to  say 
**Z»  Heine  le  veut  "  when  the  Royal 
Assent  was  given  to  Bills.  Among  other 
ornamental  officials  was  Black  Rod,  an 
officer  who  received  £2,000  a-year  and 
also  received  emoluments  as  Admiral  on 
the  Retired  List,  in  addition  to  fees 
which  he  received  for  his  own  use  as  an 
officer  of  the  Garter.  He  thought  this 
gentleman  must  be  a  happy  man  to  have 
80  many  official  salaries  to  draw  at  the 
expense  of  the  taxpayers  of  the  country  ; 
while  his  only  duty  was  to  take  part  in 
the  piece  of  periodical  tomfoolery  of 
knocking  at  the  door  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  summoning  the  Speaker 
to  attend  the  House  of  Lords,  and  to 
give  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
leave  to  take  ladies  and  gentlemen  into 
the  other  House.  Then  there  was  the 
Yeoman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod,  who 
received  £1,000,  and  the  principal  Door- 
keeper, who  received  £600  for  discharg- 
ing duties  which  any  ordinary  porter 
could  be  found  to  perform  for  25«,  a- 
week.  Then  there  was  a  further  array 
of  Assistant  Messengers  and  Porters 
who  received  £2,225  between  them,  and 
there  was  a  Librarian  who  received 
£810.  Tho  duties  of  this  gentleman 
must  be  very  light ;  because  ho  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  was  satisfied  that  not  one 
Peer  in  a  dozen  ever  read  a  book  in  the 
Library  of  the  House  of  Lords  or  else- 
where. This  gentleman,  however,  had 
the  aid  of  an  Assistant  Librarian  with 
the  salary  of  £439.  Ho  would  not 
pursue  the  subject  further  than  to  say 
that  the  Estimates  of  the  House  of  Lords 
were  a  perfect  scandal,  and  he  was  not 
at  all  surprised  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South   Paddington  (Lord 

Mr.  T.  P.  ff  Connor 


Randolph  Churchill)  had  risen  to  protest 
against  them.  As  be  would  not  be  in 
Order  in  moving  the  postponement  of 
this  Vote,  he  should  propose  its  re- 
duction by  the  sum  of  £  1,000,  part  of  the 
salary  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  Item  B,  £5,000,— Department  of  tho 
Chairman  of  tho  Committcos  of  the  House  of 
Lords, — he  reduced  hy  the  sum  of  £1,000.*' — 
{Mr.  T,  P.  O'Conmr.) 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.) 
said,  he  did  not  think  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  had  a  clear  recollection  of  what 
passed  last  year  on  this  Vote.  The 
salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  House  of 
Lords  were  then  discussed  at  length  on 
a  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  In  the 
course  of  that  discussion  he  (Mr. 
Childers)  had  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  discrepancy  between  the 
salaries  of  the  officials  of  the  two 
Houses. 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  he  would 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Motion  before  the  Committee 
was  for  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  in 
respect  of  a  single  item,  and  that  this 
should  be  disposed  of  before  the  sub- 
ject referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  dealt  with. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOK  said,  he  was 
quite  willing  to  withdraw  his  Motion  in 
order  to  allow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  proceed. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  childers  said,  on  the  occasion 
referred  to  it  was  his  duty  to  take  part 
in  the  debate,  and  he  had  called  especial 
attention  to  the  great  excess  of  the  Esti- 
mate for  the  House  of  Lords  over  that 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  On  that 
occasion,  he  had  ventured  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere),  who  was 
opposing  the  Vote,  to  withdraw  his 
amendment,  if  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  give  an  undertaking 
that  when  a  vacancy  arose,  the  successor 
to  the  office  should  not  receive  more 
than  the  amount  of  salary  that  would  be 
paid  in  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  replied  that 
he  would  undertake  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  that  the  subject  should  re- 
ceive consideration  in  the  spirit  in  which 
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he  (Mr.  Childers)  had  suggested  it 
should  be  considered  ;  and  that  although 
he  could  not  undertake  absolutely  that 
Tvhen  yacancies  occurred,  the  salaries 
should  be  in  each  case  and  in  every 
respect  in  accordance  with  the  salaries  in 
the  House  of  Commons,  he  would  give 
an  engagement  that  full  inquiry  should 
be  made  with  a  view  to  the  salaries 
being  brought  down  to  the  amounts 
paid  in  the  House  of  Commons.  He 
(Mr.  Childers)  was  not  then  quite  satis- 
fied with  the  answer  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and,  in  reply  to  his  further 
observations,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  he  would  undertake  to  open  nego- 
tiations with  the  other  House  with  a 
view  to  carry  out  this  arrangement  at 
once.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
now  told  the  Committee  that  he  had  had 
some  communication  with  his  Colleagues 
and  the  Prime  Minister  with  reference 
to  this  matter ;  but  he  would  point  out 
that  this  was  a  very  difiPerent  thing  from 
opening  negotiations  to  carry  out  the 
arrangement  at  once — namel}*,  that  the 
officials  in  the  House  of  Lords  should  be 
put  on  the  same  footing  as  those  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, he  thought  the  Committee  must 
call  for  something  more  deQnite  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  The  matter 
was  an  important  one,  and  ought  not  to 
be  put  off.  In  his  opinion,  some  pressure 
should  be  used,  and  that  it  should  be 
shown  that  the  wish  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  this  affair  was  paramount. 
He  would,  therefore,  urgently  ask  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  to  allow  this 
Vote  to  be  withdrawn  for  the  present, 
as  there  was  no  urgency  in  the  matter, 
in  order  that  a  Joint  Committee  of  the 
two  Houses  might  bo  immediately  ap- 
pointed to  consider  the  whole  question. 
If  necessary.  Votes  on  Account  could,  of 
course,  be  taken  ;  but  they  ought  not  to 
allow  this  very  important  matter  to  drag 
on.  It  was,  therefore,  important  that 
the  Joint  Committee  should  be  appointed 
to  go  into  the  matter. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH:  I  think  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr. 
Childers)  is  asking  rather  more  than 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  demand. 
The  discussion  to  which  he  refers,  took 
place  in  the  month  of  July  last  year, 
when,  under  the  circumstances  in  which 
we  were  placed,  it  was  almost  impossible 
to  get  together  an  adequate  Committee 
charged  with  these  duties  in  the  House 


of  Lords.  At  the  earliest  time  this  year, 
however,  the  Committee  met  to  consider 
the  question,  and  is  now  pursuing  its 
inquiries.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  is 
aware  that  the  revision  of  salaries  which 
might  be  proposed  could  not,  in  justice, 
be  made  to  apply  to  the  present  year. 
What  we  wished  at  the  time  was,  that 
as  vacancies  occurred,  no  office  should 
be  filled  without  due  consideration, 
with  regard  to  the  engagement  made. 
Well,  Sir,  that  has  been  done.  The 
principle  has  been  acted  on  in  the  case 
of  the  office  of  Taxing  Master  to  the 
House  of  Lords  which  has  been  vacated. 
The  late  holder  of  the  Office  received 
£1,000  a-year,  and  the  Office  has  been 
filled  by  the  appointment  of  a  person  to 
perform  the  duties  at  £250  a-year  and 
two  clerks  at  £150  a-year  each,  the 
gross  payment  being  now  £550  in  lieu 
of  £  1 ,000  formerly  paid.  It  is  perfectly 
true  that  there  is  an  increase  in  the 
Vote,  of  this  amount,  as  the  Taxing 
Master's  fees  did  not  appear  at  all,  but 
as  the  fees  will  now  be  paid  into  the 
Exchequer,  there  will  be  a  saving  of 
£450  a-year  with  reference  to  this  Office. 
I  only  mention  this  by  way  of  evidence 
that  the  Treasury  and  the  Government 
are  anxious  to  carry  out  the  engage- 
ment made,  that  it  is  being  carried  out, 
and  that  the  inquiry  is  of  a  searching 
character.  It  was  not  suggested  last 
year  that  the  inquiry  should  be  conducted 
by  a  Joint  Committee,  and  I  think  it 
only  reasonable  to  leave  it  to  the  House 
of  Lords  to  make  its  own  proposals  with 
regard  to  any  reduction  of  the  establish- 
ment that  may  be  considered  desirable. 
But  I  have  undertaken  now  to  consider 
whether  a  Joint  Committee  of  the  two 
Houses  can  sit  with  advantage.  I  am 
inclined  to  regard  the  proposal  with 
great  favour,  because  it  is  most  desirable 
that  there  should  be  agreement  between 
the  two  Houses  as  to  the  cost  of  their 
establishments.  The  present  inquiry 
has  already  proceeded  to  some  extent ; 
but  I  should  certainly  be  disposed  to 
press  upon  my  Colleagues  in  the  House 
of  Lords,  the  desirability  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Joint  Committee.  I  trust  I 
have  said  enough  to  satisfy  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  done  as 
much  as  they  could  reasonably  be 
expected  to  do  in  the  time  which  has 
elapsed  to  fulfil  their  engagement.  Wq 
have  already  effected  an  oconomy  iiv  tq- 
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ceived  iJ2,500,  and  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  in  the  House  of  Lords  re- 
ceived the  same  salary,  yet  20  minutes 
or  half-an-hour  was  the  average  length 
of  a  sitting  of  the  House  of  Lords,  tak- 
ing one  sitting  with  another  throughout 
the  year.  The  Counsel  to  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  received  £1,500  per  an- 
num ;  the  Examiner  of  Standing  Orders 
£900;  the  Clerk  of  the  Parliament 
£2,500,  in  addition  to  £500  as  an  allow- 
ance for  a  house ;  the  Clerk  Assistant 
£1,800 ;  the  Reading  Clerk  £1,200  ;  the 
Chief  Clerk  of  the  Parliament  Office 
£1,200;  the  Senior  Clerk  £1,000;  the 
other  Senior  Clerks  £1.000  each.  He 
presumed  that  some  of  these  gentlemen 
belonged  to  that  mysterious  body  of 
gentlemen  whose  work  it  was  to  say 
**  Za  Heine  le  veut  "  when  the  Royal 
Assent  was  given  to  Bills.  Among  other 
ornamental  officials  was  Black  Rod,  an 
officer  who  received  £2,000  a-year  and 
also  received  emoluments  as  Admiral  on 
the  Retired  List,  in  addition  to  fees 
which  he  received  for  his  own  use  as  an 
officer  of  the  Garter.  He  thought  this 
gentleman  must  be  a  happy  man  to  have 
so  many  official  salaries  to  draw  at  the 
expense  of  the  taxpayers  of  the  country  ; 
while  his  only  duty  was  to  take  part  in 
the  piece  of  periodical  tomfoolery  of 
knocking  at  the  door  of  the  House  of 
Commons  and  summoning  the  Speaker 
to  attend  the  House  of  Lords,  and  to 
give  Members  of  the  House  of  Commons 
leave  to  take  ladies  and  gentlemen  into 
the  other  House.  Then  there  was  the 
Yeoman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod,  who 
received  £1,000,  and  the  principal  Door- 
keeper, who  received  £600  for  discharg- 
ing duties  which  any  ordinary  porter 
could  be  found  to  perform  for  25«.  a- 
week.  Then  there  was  a  further  array 
of  Assistant  Messengers  and  Porters 
who  received  £2,225  between  them,  and 
there  was  a  Librarian  who  received 
£810.  The  duties  of  this  gentleman 
must  be  very  light ;  because  ho  (Mr.  T. 
P.  O'Connor)  was  satisfied  that  not  one 
Peer  in  a  dozen  ever  read  a  book  in  the 
Library  of  the  House  of  Lords  or  else- 
where. This  gentleman,  however,  had 
the  aid  of  an  Assistant  Librarian  with 
the  salary  of  £439.  He  would  not 
pursue  the  subject  further  than  to  say 
that  the  Estimates  of  the  House  of  Lords 
were  a  perfect  scandal,  and  he  was  not 
at  all  surprised  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  South   Paddington  (Lord 

Mr,  T.  P.  0'  Connor 


Randolph  Churchill)  had  risen  to  protest 
against  them.  As  he  would  not  be  in 
Order  in  moving  the  postponement  of 
this  Vote,  he  should  propose  its  re- 
duction by  the  sum  of  £1,000,  part  of  the 
salary  of  the  Chairman  of  Committees. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''ThatltemB.X/JjOOO,— Department  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committees  of  the  Uouse  of 
Lords, — be  reduced  by  the  sura  of  £1,000." — 
{Mr.  T,  F.  O'Connor.) 

Mr.  CHILDERS  (Edinburgh,  8.) 
said,  he  did  not  think  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  had  a  clear  recollection  of  what 
passed  last  year  on  this  Vote.  The 
salaries  of  the  officers  of  the  Hoase  of 
Lords  were  then  discussed  at  length  on 
a  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Northampton  (Mr.  Labouchere).  In  the 
course  of  that  discussion  he  (Mr. 
Childers)  had  called  the  attention  of  the 
I  House  to  the  discrepancy  between  the 
salaries  of  the  officials  of  the  two 
Houses. 

The  chairman  said,  he  would 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  the  Motion  before  the  Committee 
was  for  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  in 
respect  of  a  single  item,  and  that  this 
should  be  disposed  of  before  the  sub- 
ject referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  dealt  with. 

Mr.  T.  p.  O'CONNOR  said,  he  was 
quite  willing  to  withdraw  his  Motion  in 
order  to  allow  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
to  proceed. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tcithdraum. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  childers  said,  on  the  occasion 
referred  to  it  was  his  duty  to  take  part 
in  the  debate,  and  he  had  called  especial 
attention  to  the  great  excess  of  the  Esti- 
mate for  the  House  of  Lords  over  that 
of  the  House  of  Commons.  On  that 
occasion,  he  had  ventured  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for  North- 
ampton (Mr.  Labouchere),  who  was 
opposing  the  Vote,  to  withdraw  his 
amendment,  if  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Treasury  would  give  an  undertaking 
that  when  a  vacancy  arose,  the  successor 
to  the  o£B.oe  should  not  receive  more 
than  the  amount  of  salary  that  would  be 
paid  in  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  replied  that 
he  would  undertake  on  the  part  of  the 
Government,  that  the  subject  should  re- 
ceive consideration  in  the  spirit  in  which 


